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INTRODUCTION. 



This Essay has for its object the illustration of a part 
of the Order of the Church of God, which has, in modern 
times, been remarkably overlooked. The office of the 
deacon is not, it is true, so important as either that of the 
pastor or the ruling-elder, yet it is not without its import^ 
ance as a distinct part of the Building of God. The care of 
the church's poor, and the wise and faithful administration 
of the contributions of the saints for the promotion of 
Christ's cause, are matters that cannot, without injury to 
the church, be forgotten or neglected : and it is worth our 
serious inquiry, whether the manifest deficiency in the first 
of these, and the almost insuperable difficulties that often 
beset the church in regard to the last, may not be in part 
owing to the want of the deaconship as an actively exe- 
cuted function in the churches. For two other reasons, 
however, this subject should engage the most careful and 
solemn attention of the members of the Christian church. 
1st. If the deacon^ s office be, as it is generally admitted 
to be, a divinely instituted office, can the churches be 
guiltless in the neglect of it? And, 2dly, most of the 
churches explici^y recognise this office in their standards 
as of divine right, but how few have such an officer as 
the deacon! It should, at least, awaken the attention of 
Christians to the subject, when they look into the Scrip- 
tures, and find the deacon often mentioned there — when 
they look into the standards of their churches, and find 
the deacon recognised there, but when they look round 
upon their congregations they can find no deacons, or 
very few, there. That we may know Christ's will as 
King in Zion, and pay our own vows, we ought to ex- 



( i ) 

amine this subject honestly and prayerfully; and not 
only examine but act, by restoring this office to its origi- 
nal and proper position in the Christian Church. 

Such an examination has been attempted in the follow- 
ing Essay. The general, and yet not concerted action, 
in reference to the deacon's office, which has taken place 
and is now going on, in many churches in Scotland and 
Ireland, and in the United States, seems to indicate a 
providential movement, and to invite such an examination. 
Let not the reader jeject at once propositions that may be 
new to him. "Weigh the evidence. 

Much obscurity may be expected to prevail upon a 
subject that has occupied so little attention for some gene- 
rations, until a very late period. The writer is, in some 
respects, a pioneer on this subject. Dr. Miller, of 
Princeton,, has, indeed, discussed the office of the deacon 
in his Essay upon the Ruling-Elder, with his usual accu- 
^racy and research. It will be found, however, that this 
'Essay embraces a larger field, and one which has for 
some time past been little cultivated. Owing to this cir- 
cumstance, there may be some inaccuracies which might 
otherwise have been avoided; and that, notwithstanding 
much care has been taken to avoid the mis-stating either 
of facte or principles. Let the attention of the churches 
be directed to the subject' in a proper spirit, and with an 
humble dependence upon the Spirit of ChrUt, for teaching 
and direction, and then mistakes will in due time be rec- 
tified — errors removed, and the truth not only discovered, 
but reduced to practice. To furnish some assistance in 
bringing about these results, is the object of the following 
Essay. 

Philadelphia. 
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THE DEACON. 



CHAPTER I. 



e is ordinary and perpetual in the Chrialian 
Church. 



Deacons were ordained in the apostolic churches soon 
after the day of Pentecost. Of the election and ordination 
of seven deacons in the church at Jerusalem, we have the 
history in Acts vi. 1 — 6. When the epistle to the Phi- 
lippians was written, there was a class of officers in the 
churches in Philippi, distinct from Bishops, and called 
deacons: for this epistle is addressed "to the saints, with 
the bishops and deacons." They are mentioned in L Tim. 
iii. 8, 12, 13, as standing officers of the church. This 
epistle contains directions for the right ordering of the 
house of God. Among the things to be set in order are 
the "bishops" and the "deacons:" ver. 8, " Likeivise must 
the deacons ie grave." The manner in which the deacons 
are referred to here, in a letter of instructions to an evan- 
gelist, whose duty it was, to set in order in the churches 
the things that were wanting, is almost, if not altogether, 
equivalent to a command to all congregations to choose 
them and have them ordained. They must have been a 
known and established class, of ecclesiastical officers at 
that time; as much so as "bishops;" for they are men- 
tioned exactly in the same way. There are plain allu- 
sions to this office, as an established function in the church, 
in other epistles. In Rom. xii. 6, 7, Paul exhorts the dea- 
con, with the other ecclesiastical officers: "having, then 
gifts differing according to the grace that is given to us, 
whether prophecy let us prophesy according to the pro- 
portion of faith : or ministry, (awxovMv, the deaconship) let us 
wait on our ministering, {ey t-^ ««.«.«., on the deaconship.) 
Besides, the duties of the deacon are unequivocally re- 
ferred to, in the pighth verse, in the expressions, " giving," 
and, ."showing mercy."* There can be no reasonable 

• Henry, " ministry "—(Ac offite of a deacon. Scott, "i/ a man 
vere called to tht offUe of a deacon." Guyse; ^^ or if any oC-ua becked 
.2 V ^ 
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doubt, that, at this time, there was in the Roman church, 
as at Philippi, a board of deacons, whose official business 

it was, to distribute of the church's stock to the necessities 
of the poor, and for other demands. 

The same apostle, in 1 Cor. xii. 28, enumerates dea- 
cons, with the other officers "set in the church," under 
the denomination of "helps," for they were originally in- 
stitutfed, as we learn from the account of the choice of the 
first deacons, in Acts vi., to be helps, or assistants to the 
apostles in the work of distributing the church's stock.* 
The deacon's office is mentioned by the apostle Peter, as 
established, and exercised in the churches of Asia Minor: 
1 Pet. iv. 10, 11, "as every man hath received the gift, 
(^o^isfiB, the office.t) even so minister the same to one ano- 
ther, as good stewards of the manifold grace of God. If any 
man speak, let him speak as the oracles of God;" if any 
man minister, (6ni«ov», exercises the deacon's office,) let him 
do it as of the ability which God giveth {x'^ni"' f'a'mish- 
eth.") The last clause fixes the meaning of the word, 
" minister," and shows that it is used in a restricted sense, 
that it is the deacon who is exhorted to liberality to the 
full extent of the supply furnished him in the providence 
of God. J The Christians immediately addressed in this 
letter were dispersed throughout a large district of country 
on the west oi Asia. The deacon must have been known 
as a church officer throughout that region. 

to the office of deacons." Calvin, "he that giveth," " deacons who pre- 
side in distri/iuliug the public properly nf the ckureh." Hodge, " thoee 
who were called to the office of deacons." Rutherford, "t/te distributor 
is the deacon alsn." Beza, " the bodily ministrations of the church." 
London Divines, Paisley Ed. 1799, p. f05, " he that giveth, that is, the 
deacon," p.' 140, " so they are distinguished from all ordinary officers, 
reckoned up," Rom. xii. 7, 8, Renwick's work quoted in the next note, 
p. 541, "him that showeth mercy, by whom is meant the deacon." 

* Henry, "helps: or such as had compassion on the sick and uieak, 
and ministered to them." Scott, "or, as some explain it, to help the 
pastors in the office of deacons." London Divines, same Ed. p. 116, 
" helps, there is the deacon;" p. 1 40, " deacons in the church are an or- 
dinance of Jesus Christ. For, 1, They are found in Christ's catalogue 
of church officers, distinct from all other officers, both extraordinary and 
ordinary, helps, 1 Cor. xii. 28." James Renwick's Admission of Elders, 
p. 562, of collection of sermons Glasgow, 1776, "helps, that is, the 
deacons." The same interpretation is given of this passage, by Beza, 
Piscator, Dickson. Hammond, and many other critics. 

t As in 1 Tim. iv. 14, and 2 Tim. i. 6. 

J Scott, " and if any man acted as a deacon." Henry, " either as a 
deacon distrilmting the alms of the church." Grotius, "the duty if 
deacons." So Piscator and Calvin. 
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In all the passages quoted, the word "210*0.0;" is used as a 
designation of office. It is not, however, always thus em- 
ployed; it sometimes signifies one who "serves" in any 
employment, or performs any " act of ministration." As 
in 2 Cor. iii. 6, Paul styles himself and Apollos, " i(a*oi.ov!." 
And in Rom. xv. S, our Saviour himself is said to be "the 
minister (iiaxo^o;) of the circumcision." In this respect, 
iiaxofo;^ corresponds with other words designating office- 
bearers. Anoarowi signifies "a messenger;" and is so used, 
Phil. ii. 2!S, where Jjpaphroditus is called "your messen- 
ger, n^i-vartoifD^ov." Yet the " apostles" were extraordinary 
ecclesiastical officers, ^la^vtt^ot means "one elder in years;" . 
and is used in that sense, 1 Tim. v. 1. But it is also an 
official designation. When Paul addresses "the deacons" 
at Philippi, there is no difficulty in distinguishing the 
specific sense of the word " iicusoyoui." It is equally plain, 
thatin 1 Tim. iii., "thedeacon" is an officer of the church, 
distinct from the bishop or presbyter. When he that minis- 
tereth, is mentioned in Rom, xii., and 1 Pet. iv., as one 
who performs duties entirely different in^ their character 
from those of the exhorter, and tlie speaker, and these 
duties are "giving," and "showing mercy," we at once 
discover a distinct office — the diakonate. In a word, a 
process of reasoning precisely similar to that which would 
resolve the deacon's office into a service of any kind, would 
strip the church of all her officers, ordinary and extraor- 
dinary.* 

Some, admitting the deacon's office to be distinct from 
' that of the pastor and ruling elder, have supposed it, how- 
ever, to be, after all, a mere expedient; that it is left to the 
will of the church to determine whether there shall be 
deacons ordained or not. It is supposed that the fact of 
the circumstances which gave rise to the appointment of 
*' the seven," being mentioned in the narrative of that event, 
(Acts vi. 1 — 6,) warrants such an inference. 

It might be argued, as plausibly, that the Jewish San- 
hedrim was not a permanent institution, because it origi- 
nated in the wilderness, by the advice of Jethro, and was 
established for the purpose of relieving Moses from a bur- 
den too heavy for him. Or that the organization of the 
Christian Church, by a regular gradation of courts from 
the session to the General Synod (or Assembly,) and the 
bringing up of appeals from the lower to the higher, are 

* It would go farther, and abolish the presidents, judges, Szc, of the 
state; the generals of the army; and most other officers, for their titles 
bare a ^oeral and common, as well as a specific and technical meaning. 
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indiff'erent, or to be determined by circumstances, because 
the Synod at Jerusalem was held twenty years after the 
day of Pentecost, and was then held for a special business. 
Tlie objection omits entireiy some very important conside- 
rations. 1, We must "distinguish between an occasion, 
and a motive and cause."* The occasion of instituting 
the Sanhedrim was the pressure of judicial business upon 
Moses : the motive was the establishment of such a system 
as might always secure due attention to legislative and ju- 
dicial business. Israel was not to wait until a recurrence 
of similar circumstances before electing their rulers: by 
electing them agreeably to God's appointment, they were 
prepared for business beforehand. 3. We are to receive 
from the Scriptures the order of the church in its com- 
pleted form. Otherwise, the church might always be said 
to be in au inchoate or forming slate. Ruling elders might 
be dropped for the very reason which is involved in the 
objection, because some time must have elapsed before 
their ordination after the day of Pentecost: even the pas- 
toral oiEce, for the same reason J The apostles were com- 
missioned to erect the fabric of the church in her New 
" Testament form. Are we at liberty to say, "this fabric 
was at a certain period incomplete; an uncommon concur- 
rence of circumstances gave rise to-a part of her form, 
therefore, this is not called for in any other circumstances?" 
Is not the perfect fabric, on the contrary, the model to 
wliich the church's structure should be conformed? More- 
over, it is probable that a very short time elapsed previ- 
ously to the ordination of deacons : perhaps not a month. ' 
3. In the other passages where the deacon is mentioned, 
there is no intimation of any such principle applicable to 
the deacon's office. It is referred to as a standing and 
permanent office. And 4. The objection comes to us lia- 
ble to great suspicion, for it is brought forward by those 
who have neglected to ordain this scriptural officer, as an 
apology for this neglect. And, finally, the assumption 
that there is not a call for this office under ordinary cir- 
cumstances, is entirely unfounded. For these reasons we 
do not admit the objection as having any force. And in 
this we follow the example of the church of God in all her 
purest and best times. 

The epistles in which the notices of the deacon's office 
which have been referred to, occur, were sent to parts of 
the church very distant from each other; indeed, it may 
be truly said, to all the apostolic churches. Rome, on the 

■ Due Right of Presbyterica, by Samuel Rutherford, p. 160. 
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far west — the Asiatic churches, addressed by Peter, on the 
east, and the Grecian churches lying between them. In 
all these, th^ deacon was a recognised and existing officer 
in the times of the apostles themselves, and by their -di- 
rection:* 

With regard to the existence of deacons as distinct offi- 
cers in the church, from the apostolic age onward, there is, 
and can be, no doubt- Mosheim says,t that " all the other 
christian churches followed the exam pie of that of Jerusalem, 
in whatever related to the choice and office of the deacons." 
In the apostolical canons, J the deacon is constantly mention- 
ed in connexion with bishops and elders. These canons are 
not, it is true, as their title would intimate, the production 
of the apostles, but they do, nevertheless, establish with 
great certainty the order existing in the church during 
the 2d and 3d centuries, or perhaps a little later. The 
epistles of Ignatius,^ who lived at the close of the first cen- 
tury, and the beginning of the second, are enough, even 
if we had no otlier evidence, to establish the fact of the 
presence, universally, of deacons in the churches before 
the death of the la.st of the apostles. He says to the Mag- 
nesians, " I exhort you that you study to do all things in a 
divine concord — and your deacons, most dear to me, being 
intrusted with the mintstrtj of Jesus Christ." Again, tothe 
Trallians; "Let all reverence the deacons." Again, tothe 
Philadelphians; "which also I salute, &.c. — especially if 
they are at unity with the bishop and elders, who are 
with him, and the deacons appointed according to the mind 
of Jesus Christ." Again, "one bishop, together with his 
eldership, and the deacons, my felhw-servants." Again, 
"I speak with a loud voice; attend to the bishop, to the 
eldership, and to the deacons." Again, to the Smyr- 
neans-j "and reverence the deacons as the command of 
God." Again, "I salute your very worthy bishop; and 
your venerable eldership; (md your deacons, my feUorv-ser- 

* Dr. Owen, the diatingniahed English divine, remarks in the ii. 
chapter of his Treatise on Church Government, that " deacons were not 
only in the church at Jerusalem, but in all the churches of the Gentiles." 

t Ecclesiastical History, Cent. I. chapter 2, 5 10. 

JThese canons, although not composed by the apostles, nor even in 
their times, are unquestionably the production of a very early age, A 
few quotations will confirm the statement in the text. Canon 27th, 
" Episcopura, vel Presbylerum, vel diaconum verberantem fideles peccan- 
tes, &c." Can. 426, " Episcopuf, aut Presbyter, aut diacojiiii, alea 
vacuus, &c." Can. 44th "Episcopus, aut Presbyter, autrfiaeontisusuras 
exigens, Sic." . 

§ Ignatius was martyred during the reign of Trajan; of course, before 
A. D. 1 17. 

2* 
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vants." And, finally, in his epistle to Polycarp;* "My 
soul be security for them who submit to their bishop.f with 
their elders and deacons." Origen.J who lived in the be- . 
ginning of the third century, a little more than one hun- 
dred years after the death of the apostle John, speaks 
of deacons as officers then in the church. " The deacons," 
sayshe, "preside over the money tables of the church." Cy- 
prian, the distinguished bishop of Carthage, who was mar- 
tyred in the year 259, directs his 29th epistle "to my breth- 
ren, the elders and deacons." Epiphanms, a writer of the 
fourth century, says, "originally all offices of the church 
were performed by bishops, presbyters, and deacons, and, 
therefore, no church was without a deacon." 

These citations bring us to the Nicene period. They 
furnish ample evidence that from the earliest periods the 
church had deacons, to assist the pastors and eldership 
in the right ordering of ecclesiastical affairs. Indeed, 1o 
those who are at all famiiiar with the history of the first 
three centuries of the Christian era, even these brief state- 
ments on the subject may have seemed unnecessary. 
The deacon is mentioned by all the early writers who 
have occasion to refer to the organization of the church, as 
freely, and'almost as frequently as the pastor, or the ruling 
elder. Any one who has read the letters and commen- 
taries of the fathers, (as they are called,) knows this to be 
so. Let us come down to a later period. 

The witnesses, who continued to keep the truth, and 
testified for itin the valleys of Savoy and Piedmont, while 
the corruptions of popery and the delusions of Mahom- 
mcdanism were quenching its light over the whole of the 
old Roman Empire, had their congre^tions organized 
with deacons. "Their Confession of Faitn, inserted in the 
"addition" to the history of the Waldenses by M. Gillis, 
one of their pastors, makes the following declaration on 
this subject; "It is necessary for the church to have pas- 
tors, to preach God's word, to administer sacraments, and 
to watch over the sheep of Jesus Christ; and also elders 
and deacons, according to the rules of good and holy church 
discipline and the practice of the primitive church." This 
confession is said by the historian to have been the con- 

• Mortyred in the reign of Marcus Antoninus, Trajan's successor. 
' t The reader should underEland that these early writers did not use 
the word " hishop " in the sense of " diocesan bishop," they meant the 
bishop of a congregation. See Mosheim, Ist Century. 

J One of the most intelligent of all the early writers, though in many 
things unsound. He died about the middle of Century III. 
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fession of the ancient Waldensian church, and still re- 
ceived.* 

The Reformers in the 16th century, both upon the con- 
tinent and in the British Isles, whoorganized their churches 
upon Presbyterian principles, aU had deacons in their 
congregations; they all held the doctrine that the deacon's 
office is ordinary and perpetual : and here the only labour 
is to select from the mass of testimony presented, that 
which is most brief and forcible. Let. us begin with Ge- 
neva and Calvin. In his 24tb sermon, on the 1st Epistle 
to Timothy, Calvin says, "and it is certain that God will 
have this rule to be observed and kq)t in his church; that 
is to say, that the poor be cared for; and not only that 
every private man, &.c., but that there be a public office, 
and men appointed to have care of them that are in neces- 
sity, that things may be ordered as they ought." "What 
follows is expressed in strong language, and shows what 
this eminent divine thought of the omission to ordain dea- 
cons. "And, if it be not io, it is certavi, that me cannot 
brag that we have a well ordered church, and after the doc- 
trine of the gospel, hut a con fused thing and a hotch-potch." 

Francis Junius, who was Professor of Theology in the 
church of Holland in the beginning of the reformation, 
, maintains in his " Ecclesiastics," that "pastors, elders, and 
deacons, are the only three scriptural orders of church of- 
ficers;" that "these three orders are set forth in scripture, 
and existed in the primitive church." Pareus, a German 
reformer of great eminence, who lived at the same time, 
in his commentary on Romans xii. 8, explains the "giving," 
and "showing mercy," as '^%\d.nA\n^ ecclesiastical deacon- 
skips," or functions of the deacon's office. Jerome Zan- 
chius, an Italian divine of the 16th century, and a very 
distinguished reformer, says, "The whole ministry of the 
Christian church may be divided into three classes. — The 
third is of those to whom is committed the care of the 
poor, &.C., who were called deacons, Acts vi., Romans xii., 
1st 'Timothy iii."t 

The sentiments of these very distinguished continental 
divines were in strict accordance with the doctrines on 
the subject of the deacon's office imbodied in the stan- 
dards of nearly all the reformed churches upon the con- 
tinent. The Geneva book of common order, chapter iii, 
says, "The deacons must be men of good estimation, &c." 

* ThiB statement is taken from " Miller on the Ruling Elder," p. 109. 
- t Zaschii Opera, Vol. iv. 4th precept, p. 727. 
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This book of common order contains the rules of disci- 
pline adopted by the Scottish congregation of Geneva, and 
agrees, in all important particulars, with the discipline of 
the churches of Geneva. The French church was very 
explicit. Confession of Faith, Art. xxix.: " we believe that 
this true church ought to be governed by that discipline 
which our Lord Jesus hath established; so that there 
should be in the church pasXor^, elders, and deacons."^ That 
the French churches had deacons in all their congrega- 
tions is a fact so notorious as to require no proof They 
went farther, however, and required of noblemen " to cou- 
stitute in their families a consistory^ composed of the min- 
ister, and of the best approved persons for godliness in 
their said family, who shall bo chosen elders and deacons."'^ 
The principles of Knox and his co-labourers, and succes- 
sors in the work of reformation in Scotland in reference to 
the deacon, are most readily ascertained, and with the great- 
est certainty from the 1st and 2d books of discipline, of the 
Scottish church. t In that church there was never any 

• Quick's Synodicon, Vol. f. London, 1690. 

t French Church Discipline. Sect, xii., Chapter 1., Can. 3xi. The 
"Confession" of the French churches was drawn up in 1559. Their 
discipline was subjected to revision in twenty-three synods, and finally 
passed about 1575. 

X A brief history of these documents may not be unacceptable to the 
reader. They are commonly referred to by the title, " Books of Policy." 
The 1st book was compiled by John Knox, upon the basis of the Gene- 
va " Book of Common Order," and was adopted by the church of Scot- 
land, A. D. 1561. It never became the law of the land, the Parliament 
being unwilling to sanction its principles on the subject of the property 
of the church, and the deacon's office. The 2d book was an improve- 
ment, in some respects, upon the first. It was finally adopted by the 
General Apsembly in 1 578, having been carefully prepared by a commit- 
tee appointeil for that purpose, of which Andrew Melville was a member. 
The Parliament, however, refused to ratify the 2d Book of Discipline, 
until 1592. In that year they passed, though not without a great deal of 
opposition, the principal parts and, among ihcm, those most obnoxious to 
the court party. M'Crie has the following foot note in reference to this 
event, in his "Life of Andrew Melville, page 235, Onford (Ohio) edition. 
" The heads of pafronagr, divorce, and the office of deacons, were the 
most offensive to the court, and consequently, were made the subject of 
longest disoussion. The ground of objection to the last of these lieadi 
was, that it gave the management of the patrimony of the church to the 
deacons." The last remark is worth remembering; for it shows that 
the principles of the Scottish church, on the subject to which it refers. 
were adopted deliberately, after carefiil examination, and long and elabo- 
rate discussion ; by such men, too, as Andrew Melville. It is entitled, 
" The Second Book of Disciplme, or Heads and Conclusions of the Po- 
licy of the Kirk; ^eed upon in the General Assembly 1678; inserted 
in the registers of assemblylSSl ; sworn to in the National Covenant; 
revived and ratified by the assembly 1638, and by many other acts of 
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diversity of opinion on the subject; the perpetuity of the 
deacon's office was maintained as fully and as plainly as of 
the pastoral office, or that of the ruling elder. First Boot of 
Discipline, chapter vii.: "men of the best knowledge, judg- 
ment, and conversation, should he chosen for elders and 
deacons. Their election shall be yearly, where it may-be 
conveniently observed."* Second Book of Discipline, chap- 
ter ii.: "Again, the whole policy of the kirk consisteth in 
three things, namely, in doctrine, discipline and distribu- 
tion : witli doctrine is annexed the admmistration of sacra- 
ments; and, according to the parts of this division, ariseth a 
threefold sort of officers in the kirk, to wit, of ministers or 
preachers, elders or governors, and deacons or distributors; 
and all these may be called by a general word, ministers of 
the kirk." Again, in.the same chapter; "In the New Testa- 
ment, and time of the Evangel, he hath used the ministry 
of the Apostles, prophets, evangelists, pastors and doctors, 
in administration of the word; the eldership for good or- 
der, and administration of discipline; the deaconship toha.ve 
the care of the ecclesiastical goods. Some of these eccle- 
siastical functions are ordinary, and some extraordinary, or 
temporary. Here are four ordiuary" functions or officers 
in the kirk of God; the office of the pastor, minister or 
bishop; the doctor, the presbyter, or elder, and the deacon. 
These offices are ordinary, and ought to continue perpetu- 
ally in tfie kirh, as necessary for the government and policy 
thereof: and no more officers ought to be received or suf- 
fered in the true kirk of God, established according to his 
word." 

These doctrines were no dead letter in that church, and 
in the hands of Knox and Melville. They ordained dea- 
cons in all their organized congregations. The first re- 
formed congregation in Scotland, was organized in Edin- 
burgh in the year 1556, or 7, by the election and ordina- 
tion of elders and deacons.-\ M'Crie, in his Life of Knox,| 

aasembly : and according to which, the church government is established 
by law. Anno 1592, andl640." 

" This arrangement, (the yearly election of elders and deacons,) was 
rejected as unacriptural in the 2d Book of Discipline; and with evident 
propriety, as there is no intimation in any part of acripiure that offices 
can he vacated in this way by a system of rotation. This plan has been 
all along retained by the Holland churches; and is, unquestionably, a 
chief cause of that imbecility of the ecclesiastical government which ena- 
bled the state to despoil the church of many of her privileges. 

tM'Crie'sLife of Knos, Oxford edition, page 65. In a note on page 
95, he states that " the number of elders in the session of Edinburgh, in 
1560, was twelve, and of if eacons sixteen." 

:{Same edition, page 87. 
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says, that afler the establishment uf protestantism, and the 
adoption of the 1st Bookof Policy, in the year 1560, " the 
afiairs of each congregation were mans^ed by the minis- 
ter, elders, and deacons, who constituted the tcirk session, 
which met regularly once a week, and oftener if business 
required." In the same work, page 136, there is a cir- 
cumstance related which proves that, until Knox's death, 
in 1572, this order was observed in the church in Edin- 
burgh. A few days before his death, this great reformer 
was very ansious to meet once more with the session of his 
church — his colleague, the elders, and deacons, assembled 
in his room, &;c." The same excellent historian states, in 
his Life of Andrew Melville,* that "the town and parish 
of St. Andrews f was divided into districts, and over each 
of these a certain number of elders and deacons were ap- 
pointed as inspectors and visiters." In a note to this work 
(G G) there is an extract in the following words, from the 
sessional records of Glasgow : " November 14, 1583, the se^ 
sion appoint an inquest to be taken of men who are nei- 
ther elders nor deacons for this year, out of several pEuis 
of the town." And another, of the sessional records of St. 
Andrews, March 2, r596, containing a minute of a meet- 
ing of session, "appointed to try the life and conversa- 
tion of the whole members of the session, as well min- 
isters as elders and deacons." These facts are enough 
to establish the practice of the Scottish church; aiid they 
show, conclusively, that her practice accorded with her 
principles. The first reformed congregation in that king- 
dom had deacons in 1556, and from that time until she 
reached the highest point of that reformation, to which 
she attained in the 16th century, deacons were never want- 
ing in the Scottish churches. 

That the doctrines and practice of this church during 
the second reformation, from 1638 to 1649, were the same 
with those of Knox and Melville, can be very readily 
shown. The 2nd Book of Discipline was revived and 
ratified by the assembly 1638. Its doctrines in regard to 
deacons which we have already quoted, were, of course 
received as the declared principles of the Scottish Church 
at that time. In the year 1645 the form of church go- 
vernment, compiled by the Westminster Assembly of Di- 
vines, was adopted. This document is remarkably ex- 
plicit on the subject of the perpetuity of the deacon*s office. 

■ Same edition, page 278. 

t Melville was rector of the University of St. Andrews, after his return 
in 1574 from France. 

D,4,i,.=.otGoo^^[c 
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Deacons are mentioned among the " ordinary and perpetual 
officers of the church." They are said to be " Sstinct 
officers in the church, whose office is perpetual." Again, 
" It is requisite that there be others, (officers of a particular 
congregation,) to take special care for the relief of the.poor." 
It should be observed, that the same phraseology is used 
with regard to the ruling elder; " It is requisite that there 
be some to join in government;"* plainly showing that 
they considered deacons to be as requisite as ruling elders. 
As has been remarked respecting the opinions of the 
Scottish Reformers of the preceding century, these senti- 
ments were carefully and deliberately formed. Many 
volumes were published during this period on the govern- 
ment of the Church.- In these we find elaborate discus- 
sions on the office of the deacon. All advocate the doc- 
trines of the Book of Policy. Among these, Samuel Ru- 
therford'sf elaborate work, entitled, '-'The Due Right of 
Presbyteries," is distinguished for ability and research. 
In this volume he takes up and answers fourteen objec- 
tions to the office of the deacon; eight of these respect it as 
ordinary and perpetual. To do his argument justice, it 
would be necessary to quote very largely. A few extracts 
must suffice. He replies to the objection, that "circum- 
stances gave rise to the institution of this office, and that, 
consequently, it is not permanent," as follows: "The 
occasion of the multiplying of disciples, and the neglecting 
of the widows, (?ofA not prove that deacons are a prudential 
and temporary institution; for here I distinguish between 
an occasion, and a motive and cause: divers ordinances of 
God have both these." Again, he answers the objection 
which is so often brought forward now, that deacons are 
not necessary, "because their duties can be, and are, per- 
formed by other ecclesiastical officers," in the following 
terms: "I cannot well deny, but it is apparent from Acts 
vi. 4, that the apostles themselves were once those who 
cared for the poor, but I deny that hence it follows in the 
case of fewer poor, that the office can return to the pastor 
as to the first subject,^ except you suppose the intervention 

• Confession of Faith, Edinb. Ed. 1836; and Philad. Ed. 1636, p. 574. 

t Professor of DiTinity at St. Andrews. This volume was published 
in London, 1644; we quote from pages 160, 163. 

f " As to the Jirat subject." Rutfierford does not deny that it is the 
duty of the " pastor lo take care of the poor," for to this part of the 
form of church government he gave his assent. By " the first subject " 
of office power, he means those whose special duty il is to perform any 
ojfficial fuuttiGii: as the ruling elder rules as his apeeia/ charge, the pas- 
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of a divine institution to place it again in the pastors — aod 
considering the afflictions of the churches, the object of 
the deacons 'giving' and 'showing mercy,' as it is Rom. 
xii. 8, cannot be wanting, as that the Churches fabric be 
kept in good frame,* the poor, the captives of Christian 
churches, &c., be reUeved." 

To multiply quotations, when those already made, 
though few, are so explicit and fall, would be burdensome. 
It remains only to show that these principles were reduced 
to practice. This might be inferred, indeed, from the 
character of the Scottish church at that brightest period 
of her reformation. However, there is direct and ample 
testimony that, during the second reformation, the church 
of Scotland had deacons in aU her congregations. This 
we find in the laws enacted during that period: the most 
certain kind of historical evidence. The following clause 
of the law respecting the election of ruling elders was 
passed, as its date shows, in 1643, "and the fittest and 
most experienced of them (heads of families) may be sup- 
■ posed tobe among the(fcaco«^. Act of Ass., Aug. 1st, 164*2.t 
Could such a clause have been inserted in a law, if there 
had been no deacons in their congregations? Again, in the 
law regulating the meetings of the Kirk-Session, is the 
following clause: " The deacons are ahvays present, not for 
discipline, but for what relates to their own office. Act 
of Ass., Aug. 10th, 1648."t Could the presence of thedea- 
cons at all the meetings of Session have been stated b^ 
the General Assembly, both as ^fact, and as a part of their 
ecclesiastical order, unless there had been such officers in 
the church, and well known too? Again, in the year 1645, 
"the elders and deacons in landward parishes were author- 
ized (by parliament) to name collectors of the excise."^ 
Certainly an act hard to account for, and explain, had there 
been no deacons at that time in the parishes of the Scottish 
Church! . 
The attainments of this church in j-egard to her go- 

tOT ministers at the altar, as hU spfctd/work. Yet Uie pastor rules. The 
pastor and elders "take care of the poor;" not as the "first Bubjects " 
of this official duty, but as intrusted with the whole oversight of the 
affairs of the house of God. To perform this duty, there must be deacont 
who are the " first subjecu" of it, then the pastor and elders act with 
them, as the pastor rules, not alone, but with elders ordained to that »pe- 
dal charge. 

■ Rutherford does uot restrict this office to the care of the poor only. 

t Stewart's Coll., Book 1., Tit. vii., Sect. 2. 

t Do. Book I., Tit. li.. Sect. 2. 

$ Stevenson's History of the Church and State of Scodand, Edin. 1753. 
p. 1129. 

U:^AU,C^; Goodie 
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vernment and order, were retained with fidelity; cherished 
with affection; and, as far as their trying circumstances 
admitted, carefully and conscientiously applied, by the 
covenanters, long after the mad and cruel policy of Charles 
11., and the violence of persecution, had broken down the 
carved work of the sanctuary in those lands. Renwick 
and his suffering brethren declare moat solemnly, in the 
very darkest hour of Scotland's night of persecution, their 
steadfast adherence to " the ordinary and perpetual officers 
of the church by Christ's own appointment; such as pas- 
tors, doctors, elders, and deacons."* This profession was 
renewed by the scattered societies of Covenanters, in their 
declaration emitted at Sanquahar in X692.f Renwick 
writes to Sir Robert Hamilton, in the year 1685, or 6, that ' 
he " was about to ordain some more elders and some dea- 
cons."X 

The reformation attained its greatest height in Scotland. 
Whatever refers to the government of the church, as well 
as to doctrine and worship, was better known and more 
generally practised in Scothmd than in England. A brief 
notice of the southern portion of the British i&lea, in con- 
nexion with th"e subject of the deacon's office, will, there- 
fore, suffice. It is well known that the reformation in the 
16th century, brought about through the instrumentality 
of Henry VIII., was lamentably imperfect. However, 
many of the ministry and members of the English esta- 
blishment looked, with a favourable eye, from the first, 
upon the endeavours of their brethren in other countries, 
particularly in Scotland, after a more scriptural and tho- 
rough reformation. As early as the reign of Edward VI.^ 
some foreigners who had taken refuge in that countiy from 
troubles on account of religion in their own, formed 
themselves into congregations, organized chiefly according 
to the Presbyterian model.H M'Crie says,Tf that "the 
affairs of each congregation were managed by a minister, 
ruling elders, and deacons; and each of these offices was 
considered as of divine institution." Cranmer, and other 
eminent Englishmen, treated them with great kindness, 

■ In the year 1687. See Inronnatory VindicatioB, N, Y. Ed,, 1834, 
p. 197. 

tDo. p. 318. 

tRenwick'a I^ilters, Let. LII. p. 184, Edin. 1714. See Note A. 
for some observation! on the dropping of the deacon's office in the Scot- 
liah church. 

§ He reigned from 1B47 to 15S3. 

II They had auperintendents: is &u» they departed from strict Pregby- 
teriftnieiii. 

^ Note xviii. to the Life of Knox. 

3 * D,4,i,.=.otGot>^[c 
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and were well inclined to their form of government. 
Nothing was accomplished towards a better reformation 
until the following centuiy- In the year 1616 the Id* 
dependents formed their first congregation by the "ordi- 
nation of mling elders and deacons."* The opinions 
of the Independents of that century are expressed by the 
very celebrated Dr. Owen.f in his treatise on Church 
Government. He says, speaking of Acts vi. 1 — 6, "it 
was the institution of a nen> ofUx, and not a present supply 
in a work or business, which they designed." And again; 
" Nor was this a temporary institution for that season, and 
so the officers appointed extraordinary; hut was to abide in 
the churdk throughout aU generations." He speaks of the 
deacon, in the same connexion, as a known and existing 
officer, remarking, that " the original institution, nature, ' 
and use of the office of deacons in the church fvere so rveU 
ktfotvn " that it " was not necessary to insist much on 
them." 

At a later period, when the principles of the Scottish re- 
formation had taken root in England, the views of the 
English reformers upon the deacon's office, are very de- 
cidedly expressed in that form of church government com- 
piled by the Westminster Assembly, from which quota- 
tions have already been made.f These views were ably- 
advocated by several divines of Zion'a College, London, 
in a work entitled "The Divine Right of Church Govern- 
ment." In this essay they say% that "deacons are ordinary 
officers in the church of God, of which she rviU have am- 
stant use in all ages, and which, at first, were divinely ap- 
pointed, and after, frequently mentibned in the New Tes- 
tament." 

This brings-to a close our historical review of the purer 
periods of the Reformed Churches. Many of the descen- 
dants of tlieBritish reformers have dropped the office of dea- 
con, although they still retain, in their published creeds and 
confessions, the principles of the scriptures, and of their fa- 

• Neal's Hist, of the Puritans, Vol. I. p. 462. 

t Owen was not a CongregationaliBt, as that appellation is now under- 
stood. He was much nearer to Presbyterianism in his sentiments on 
church goremment, than any other form subsisting in our times. 

X Page 15. 

§ P. 1 40. This wott was written by these eminent divines in the year 
1646, during the sessions of the Westminster Assembly, to defend the Pres- 
byterian principles of the English Covenanters against the Eraslians and 
Independents, who were making very decided opposition lo iheir iniro- 
duction into that kingdom. It contains, perhaps, the most complete de* 
fence of the Divine Right of Presbyterianism ever issued. 



( » ) 

thers, in reference to this office. In France and HoUand 
they still have deacons: they have never ceased to have them 
since the reformation. The Scottish establishment, the 
Reformed Presbyterian Church, both in Britain and Ameri- 
ca; the Presbyterian Synod of Ulster, in Ireland; the As- 
sociate Presbyterian Church; the Associate Reformed and 
the General Assembly Presbyterian Church, in the United 
States, and some other denominations, still retain in their 
' standards the substance, And most o{ them, the very language 
of the Westminster divines on this subject. Of course, 
all these bodies, how different soever their practice, pro- 
Jess to believe, as their fathers in the time of the Reforma- 
tion did, that "the deacon's office is ordinary and perpe- 
tnal." And, although these denominations have dropped 
in part, or altogether, this office, we yet find writers of 
eminence expressing themselves with great eiplicitness 
on the subject. The language of John Brown of Had- 
dington is peculiarly strong and decided. He say^,* 
"There is no hint in scripture that the offices of ruling 
elder and deacon were designed to be temporary — no con- 
gregation can, therefore, answer to Jesus Christ Jbr the 
draping of deacons, any more than for the dropping of 
ruUng elders" Similar sentiments are found in otner au- 
thors. Indeed, almost without exception, those who have 
noticed the subject at all, (and they are not few,) have ex- 
pressed their regret that the churches have so often de- 
parted, with respect to the deacon's office, from both the 
scriptures and their own professed principles. 

Now, why have they so departed ? Can there be any 
good reason assigned why all congregations should not have 
deacons, as the Christian congregations had in Jerusalem, 
in Greece, in Asia Minor, in the whole Christian world 
in the apostolic times, and in all the Reformed Churches? 
Can any apology be offered for neglecting .this part of the 
organization given to the church by her blessed Head? 
Will it be said that there is no need of deacons ; that there 
are no labours for the deacon to perform? Perhaps it 
may be found that more than one mistaken notion is con- 
tained in such a view. "The poor," says Christ, "ye 
have always with you." , Therefore, were it so that the 
deacon's office embraces no more extended range of duties 
than those involved in the taking care of the poor, {a great 
mistake, however, as will be soon shown,) we have the 
authority of Christ himself for affirming that the deacon 
should always be reckoned among the church's officers. 

* Body of Divinity, Book vii. Chap. II. and Dictionary of the Bible, 
under the word '* DeaOon." ,- \ 
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And, assuredly, if it be the duty of the Christian church 
to feed the hungry, and clothe the naked, and promote 
the comfort of the destitute, it is hard to helieve tuat she 
may dispense with that very office, which the gracious 
King of Zion has instituted to attend continually to this 
very thing. 

Perhaps it may be found, that human wisdom has con- 
trived to distribute the duties of the deacon's office ; assign- 
ing some to other ecclesiastical officers, some to civil offi- 
cers, and some to individuals, while some may be neglected 
altogether ; so as to render this officer of Christ's appoint- 
ment apparently unnecessary. What right have men in. 
this manner to re-arrange any part of the church'sAsrder, 
and then pronounce a part of it to be unnecessary? For 
example, what right and warrant have the pastor and el- 
ders of a congregation to set aside the deacon, and under- 
take to perform his duties? Would not the same process 
of reasoning be equally available to set aside the ruling 
elder? All Presbyterians maintain that the pastor is to 
rule in the congregation. Would it be right to supersede 
the elder, by coolly asserting, that, as the power of govern- 
ment belongs to the ministry, it is unnecessary to ordain 
ruling elders? Would any Presbyterian grant this? Yet 
the steps in the argument are precisely tne same. It is 
granted — it is maintained, that the ruling elder's office 
embraces within it that of the deacon ; but this no more 
warrants the neglect to appoint deacons, than the fact that 
the pastor's office embraces that of the ruling elder, war- 
rants the church to commit her government entirely to 
the ministry.* . Moreover, as will appear in the sequel, 
to dispense with the deacon, throws too heavy a burd^ 
upon those who would undertake his duties, in addition to 
their own. 

Perhaps, it may be asked, "Have our fathers been 
in the wrong in this matter? Have they not lived usefully, 
been edified, and died in faith, without recognising either 
the validity or importance of this office?" All this is not our 
business. The question is not, whether has the church 
been more or less guilty, but what does Jesus Christ re- 
quire of us? Besides, our fathers of the reformation had dea- 
cons, all the Reformed churches had them. In neglecting 
to ordain them, we have forsaken their footsteps: and the 
longer we have strayed, the greater need to turn and re- 
form. "They have been edified without this office in 
their congregations." True, and many a soul has gone 

* See quotatioB from Rutherfbrd'H Due Right of Presbyteriea, p. 16. 
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to heaven from congregations where they never had a 
ruling elder. The great and good President Edwards, 
during the greater part of his life, belonged to a church 
that Bad no ruling elders. This has nothing to do with 
the subject The question is not, whether the deacon is 
essential to tbeorganization of a congregation, ornot. This 
is not affirmed. But is it not the will — the'coramand of the 
church's Head, that this class of officers be ordained in the 
church? This has been proved from scripture, and con- 
firmed by the "'footsteps of the flock." The deacon is 
a standing ecclesiastical officer. What are his duties? 

CHAPTER n. 

Tfte Nature of the Deacon't Offite. 
On the subject of this chapter there hais long been, and 
stillis, great diversity of opinion and practice. Nearly 
all Christian churches agree, at least in theory, that the 
Deacon's office constitutes a part of the order of God's 
house. There is not the same unanimity of sentiment 
respecting the nature of this office, and the duties of the 
deacon. Episcopalians maintain that it is a spiritual 
office, and that deacons are an order of preachers; Congre- 
gationalists, that the deacon rules in spiritual things. Epis- 
copalians are clearly in error upon this subject, because, 
neither in the narrative (Acts vj. 1 — 6) of its original in- 
stitution, nor in any other passage of scripture referring to 
the office of the (uacon, is there any intimation that the 
deacon was intended to be a minister of the gospel. But 
the very contrary. The express intention of the office is 
said to be, the rdief of the apostles from a portion of their 
labours, that they might have leisure for trie ministry of 
the word. Ver. 3, 4: "whom we may appoint over this 
business. But we will give ourselves continually to prayer, 
and to the ministry ^f the word." Nothing can be more 
evident than this: that the " business " of the deacons, and 
the " ministry of the word," are different employments; 
and, indeed, that proper attention to the one is somewhat " 
inconsistent with due attention to the other. It is impos- 
sible that a class of officers expressly instituted to relieve 
the ministry from the burden of attending to pecuniary 
aifairs, should themselves begospel ministers. The preach- 
ing of Philip* is easily explained. He became an evan-- 
Selist, (Acts xxi. 8,) having " purchased to himself a good 
egree."t 
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The- deacons of Congregational churches resemhle very 
much the rulmg elders of Presbyterian churches.* This, 
also, is an evident departure from the scripture model. 
There is not the most remote intimation that the deacon 
was designed to rule. His "business" is plainly stated, 
to be attendance upon certain duties connected with, and 
belonging to the care of fiscal concerns; but not a word 
respecting government as attached to this office.f 

To the office of the deacon belongs, 

I. The Care.oftke Poor. 

It is evident from the account in Acts vi. 1 — 6, that the 
deacons were designed to take specifd care to promote the 
comfort of the poor. The disciples had made up, with 
remarkable liberality, a large common 8tock.J From 
this stock aU were supported. The poor had their supply 
from this source. In Rom. sii. 8, the duties of the aea- 
canskip are said to be "giving" and "showing mercy." 
That the church at that time acknowledged her obliga- 
tions to furnish support to the poor, needs no proof The 
manner in which this subject is referred to in the narrar 
tive of the original institution of this office, and elsewhere, 
fully warrants the inference that one part, and an impor- 
tant one, of the deacon's duties, is the oversight and care 
of the temporal condition of the poor. § This is generally 
admitted. It is, therefore, unnecessary to dwell longer 
.upon the proof 

The apostolic churches /elt, as well as acknowledged, 
their obligations in reference to the care of the poor, par- 
ticularly widows and orphans.]] To attend to this sacred 
duty they chose, and ordained deacons. Nor is it to be 
supposed, that their duty to the poor was limited to the 
mere furnishing them with pecuniary support. The high 
qualifications required in the deacons, TI" warrant us to infer 
that they have a wider range of duty. Moreover, pecu- 
niary assistance is not that which is alone, or chiefly, 
needed by the objects of the Christian's charities. They 

• Dwight's Theology, Sermon civ. 

t GoDgregationaliais limit the ofGce of the deacon, so Tar as it is con- 
cerned with pecuniary affaire, entirely to the supply of the poor. See 
same sermon. This, as will be seen in the sequel, is unscriptural, and 
at variance with the doctrines and practice of the purest churches, 

t Acts ii. 44, 46; iv. 32—37. 

$ See 1 Tiro. v. 3—16; Rom. xii. 7, 8; 1 Pet. ir. 11. 

i They must be " widows indeed." Those who could maintain^ them- 
selves, or had relations to povidefor them, wer« not to beburdeosoroe 
to the church. 

f 1 Tim. iii.8— 13. 
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need advice and eacouragement. The young, especially or- 
phans, require to be. properly educated, and their steps go- 
verned by the hand of kindness and charity. For want 
of proper instruction and counsel, how many baptized 
children, whose parents have been removed from them by 
death, have been lost to the church, and to themselves! 
Here is a wide field to be occupied by the deacon; he 
must feed the poor, as the almoner of the church's bounty ; 
and he must do more. He must give to the necessitous 
advice, and impart to them comfoi;t; not as a spiritual 
guide, but as a kind friend, and particularly, as sustaio- 
ing to the desolate and friendless orphan, a relation al- 
most as intimate as the parental. 

The importance of this department of the deacon's du- 
ties cannot be doubted. All we want is, a more lively sense 
of the condition of the poor and solitary, and conviction of 
the church'sduty to supply off theirneed. That this duty 
will ever be properly felt, or attended to, uniformly and 
systematically, until deacons are ordained in the congre- 
gations, there can be no hope. The pastor and the ruling 
elders have, it is true, an official responsibility on this 
subject, of which they cannot divest themselves. But all 
pastors and sessions will find in their own experience, 
where they endeavour to perform their spiritual mnctions 
conscientiously, the need of just such relief as the ordina- 
tion of a board of active deacons would furnish. This is 
particularly true of the pastor. He must devote much 
time to study and private meditation, that he may be able 
"rightly to divide the word of truth," as "a workman 
that needeth not to be ashamed." This, with the cares of 
government; visiting the sick; family visitation; cate- 

. chising, &c., furnish ample employment for the most ro- 
bust and industrious minister of the gospel. Who is to 
collect funds for the poor; to inquire into their state; to 
furnish them with wnat they require for maintenance; 
and to watch over the children of deceased or helpless 
church members ? The elders might attend to all this, hut 
not as it should be attended to. Nor is it their special 
duty. It is a distinct, and often a very lai^e field of opera- 
tion, from the other duties of the eldership, and is liable 
to be neglected. The remedy is to be found in the or- 
dination of a competent number of deacons. That they 
may perform all their duties in this matter, congregations 
should be furnished with these scriptural officers, accord- 
ing to Christ's institution, and the practice of the church 

• of Christ in her purest times. 

D,4,i,.=.otGoo^^[c 



( 24 ) 

II. The Deacons sfumidcoliect and disfyibiUeaS the CorUriba- 
tions for eccksiastical Purposes. 

Tliis oflfice was not instituted solekf to attend to the 
poor. The functions of the deacon's office embrace the 
chaise of all the ecclesiastical goods. This has been the 
doctrine of the great body of Presbyterians from the ear- 
liest periods. Independents and Congregationalists re- 
Strict this office, so far as the care of funds is concerned, 
to those set apart for the poor.* The scriptnres, and the 
" footsteps of the flock," both, with equal explicitness, con- 
firm our views of this subject 

I. The Scriptures. 

Acts vi. 1 — 6 : " And in those days, when the number 
of the disciples was multiplied, there arose a murmuring 
of the Grecians against the Hebrews, because their wi- 
dows were neglect©! in the daily ministration. Then the 
twelve called thejnultitude of the disciples unto them, and 
said, It is not reason that we should leave the word of 
God, and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, look ye out 
among you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy 
Ghost and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this busi- 
ness. But we will give ourselves continually to prayer, 
and to the ministry of the word. And the saying pleased 
the whole multitude ; and they chose Stephen, a man iiiU 
of faith and of the Holy Ghost, and Philip, and Procho- 
rus, and Nicanor, and Timon, and Parmenas, and Nico- 
las, a proselyte of Antioch : whom they set before, the 
apostles : and when they had prayed, they laid their hands 
on them." 

This passage contains the history of the appointment 
of the first deacons in the New Testament church.f That 
we may have a complete view of the whole of this trans- 
action, we must go back a little, and ascertain what was 
"the daily ministration" of verse 1, the "serving tables" 
of verse 2, and the "business" of verse 3. This we learn 
from chapter ii. 44, 45: "And all that believed were 
tt^ether, and had all things common ; and sold their pos- 
sessions and goods, and parted them to aU men, as every 
man had need. And chapter iv. 32 — 37 : " And the mul- 
titude of them that believed were of one heart and of one 
soul : neither said any of them that aught of the things 
which he possessed was his own : but tney had aU things 

* See Dwight's Theolo^. Sermon civ. 

t See Miller on the Ruling Elder, page 218. 
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common. And with great power gave the apostles wit- 
ness of the resurrection of the Lord Jesus: and great grace 
was upon them all. Neither mas thert any among them 
that lacked: for as many as were possessors of lands or houses 
sold them, and brought the prices of the things that were 
sold, and laid them &nm at the apostles^ feet: and distribu- 
tion was made unto every man according as he had need," 
6fC. 

From these passages, it appears that the " daily minis- 
tration " was the management, for public purposes, of a 
common stock created by the contributions oi the disci- 
ples : that from this stock aU the ecclesiastical eipenses 
were defrayed, and, likewise, the poor, if there were any, 
supported. The apostles, and other ministers, were sup- 
ported from this fund ; andtheother charges (and there must 
nave been some) attendant upon the .djspensation of the 
Lord's Supper, and other ordinances, were, unquestiona- 
bly, defrayed out of it, for there rvas no other source whence 
they could be drawn. It is plainly impossible that there 
could have been any fund, at that time, distinct from this 
common stock, or another fund under the control of dis- 
tinct officers, such as the Trustees or Committees of mo- 
dem times. Such ofBcers could not have existed. The 
funds required for the promotion of the good of the whole 
body, and to meet all demands upon the church, were' 
" thrown together at the apostles' feet."* 

Indeed, the very circumstance that is sometimes relied 
upon as favouring the view, that the "widows" were 
chiefly concerned in this ministration ; namely, that when 
they "were neglected" the deacons were appointed, is, of 
itself, enough to show that "this business" was not mere- 

* It should be remarked here, ihat a part of the tmia actions lecorded 
inthese passagea was extraoidinaiy, and, consequentlv, not arule to others. 
The caatiiig ^ their propertj' into a common itock «as extraordinary. 
This is manifest from the case of Ananias and Sapphira. Acta v. I — 10. 
Peter says: "Whilst it remained was it not thine own! and after it was 
sold was it not in thine own power!" The liberality of these disciples 
exceeded. In other respects, theii conduct was according to those laws 
of moral duty, which are universally binding upon church members: 
who are always under obligations to take care of the poor; to maintain 
the ministry; to make other necessary provision for attendance upon, 
and dispensation of, gospel ordinances ; to spread the gospel, and to 
promote the temporal welfare of the brethren as they have opportunity. 
To accomplish these purposes this common fund was formed ; bnt with 
extraordinary liberality, so " tliat none among them lacked." This was 
the more remarkable, a« the multitude of foreign Christians at JenuK- 
lem was, probably, great at that time. 
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ly attending to the poor. For thea it would follow that 
the apostles had aitogetker neglected to attend to the vety 
o^ect for which the contributions were thrown at their 
feet I This is impossible. It therefore appears plain, 
that there were other objects contemplated in the forma- 
tion of this fund, attention to which interfered in some 
degree with due attention to the " Grecian widows." 

The " business" over which the deacons were appoint- 
ed was the whole of this daily ministration — the whole 
service of the tables. The apostles themselves say, re- 
ferring to the whole of that charge, which they had at first 
undertaken, and for a time managed, that the deacons were 
appointed "over this business." It is plain, therefore, that 
the entire fund formed by contributions for ecclesiastical 
purposes, was ,at first managed by the apostles, and by 
them transferred to the deacons. There could have been 
at that time no other officer, such as a trustee or coramittee- 
man, appointed to any part of this charge. The Tvh(^ 
was first placed in the apostles' hands,^ the whole was 
placed in the hands of the deacons when they were or- 
dained. These are the views which have been enter- 
tained of this passage by the purest churches, and by the 
greater part of judicious commentators. 

As this passage has a very important bearing upon our 
investigations respecting the deacon's duties, a few quota- 
tions, and but a few, for our space is limited, are given from 
standard cominentators; with the hope that the reader will 
carefully examine the passive, in the Ught thus reflected 
upon it These quotations are not classified ; our limits 
do not admit of this. They are given, however, nearly in 
the order of time, beginning with Origen, one of the early 
fathers. He lived in the commencement of the third cen- 
tury, a little more than one hundred years after the death 
of me apostle John. He says, " The deacons preside over 
the money tables of the church," and adds, "as we are 
taught in the Acts of the apostks."\ 

Passing over many centuries, our next quotation is from 
Beza, the distinguished colleague of John Calvin, in the 
Theological School at Geneva. He explains the pass^e, 
" To serve tables" — "to attend to that which was then ob- 
served, the common tables, and the other necessities of the 
church." X 

The Scottish Reformers, in the Second Book of Disci- 

*At;t8, Chapters ii. and iv. t Treatise 16th upon Matthew. 

X Gommeatary on Acts vi, 2. 
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pline, chapter ix., are very explicit. "In tjie apostolic 
kirk, the deacons yrere appointed to collect and distribttte 
what sum soever was collected of the faithful, to distribute 
unto the necessity of the saints ; so that none lacked Etmong 
the faithful. These colkctions were not onlff of that mhich 
jvas coRected in manner of alms, as some suppose, but of 
other goods moveable and immoveable, of lands and posses- 
sions, the price whereof was brought to the feet of the apos- 
tles."* 

HENRY.f "And these (the deacons) njust take care of 
the church's stock; must review, and pay, and keep ac- 
counts; must buy those things which ftiey had need of 
against the feast, (John xii. 29,) and attend to all those 
things which-are necessary," in ordine ad spirituaUa, "in 
order to spiritual exercises, that every thing might be done 
decently, and in order, and no person or thing neglected." 

ScoTT.f " Td lay out their contributions in the most sa- 
tisfactory manner, both among the poor and in other ne- 
cessary expenses." 

GoY^E.f " As all the necessary expenses for carry- 
ing on the worship of God, and as the apostles them- 
selves, us well as the poor, were doubtless to be supported 
out of the c'ommon stock, I have given such a paraphrase 
as may tftke in the Lord's table, and the tables of the 



DiCK.J "It is true, indeed, that, as the design of the 
institution was not to divert the attention of the apostles 

* This quotation from the Second Book of Discipline should have the 
most respectful consideration. The nature of the deacon's office was 
cloeely and actively examined in Scotland for many years previously to 
the compilation and adoption of this Book of Policy. The reformers 
contended for the deacon's office, as iaatituted to attend to M the church's 
temporalities, while Mary, and her eon James VI. were violendy opposed 
"to the deacon. The discussion was protracted and zealous. The conrt 
party contending that the contributions laid at the apostles' feet were abni 
for the poor alone ; the reformers advocating the doctrine we have quoted. 
No opinion was ever formed more deliberately, or under circumstances 
better calculated to elicit the truth. 

+ On Acts vi. 1—6. 

X Dick's Theology, Lee. c. This remark is introduced here, as it evi- 
dently refers to Acts vi. 1 — 6. It was draum from this distinguished the- 
ologian fay the force of truth: for, in the same paragraph, he endeavours 
to " apologize " for the neglect to appoint " deacons in all their congre- 
gations," by saying that ruling eldersl can perform all their duties! Had 
this intelligent divine fixed his eye steadfastly upon the acriptUTul office, 
as he admits it to be, of the deacon, to attend to all the temporal con- 
cerns of the church, instead of "apologizing" for the neglect to ap- 
Cint them, and tlms soothing (he church iti her negligence, he would 
ve been led to use his great influence in restoring, in that large de- 
nomination (0 which he was attached, this almost forgotten part of the 
church's organization, to its true position. ,., , 
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from the ministry of the word, the care of the temporal 
matters in which the church is concerned may be considered 
OS lekmging to deacons." 

Dr. Miller, of Princeton. " It is not suitable that we 
shoald leave the word of God, and devote ourselves to^»e- 
cuniary affairs"* 

These quotations are sufficient to show, that the inter- 
pretation we have given of the passage under coosidera* 
tion is, by no means, singular. Other testimony will be 
adduced soon, from sources equally entitled to considera- 
tion, to establish, farther, the principles we have laid 
down in reference to the duties or the deacon. 

The early Christians, in committing the management of 
all the ecclesiastical goods to none but ordained officers, 
did precisely what the members of the church, had all 
along been doing, at least for fifteen centuries. During 
the Old Testament dispensation, this order had always 
been observed ; at least from the giving of the Mosaic law. 
The funds set apart for ecclesiastical purposes were de- 
rived from various sources,t some of them peculiar to the 
Jewish economy, others moral and permanent, but from 
whatever source, or hovpever contributed, they were, rvith- 
out any exception, committed to the priests and Levites J 

The only instance in which there even aj^ears to have 
been a departure from this invariable rule, established by 
express divine appointment, occurred in the reign of Joash 
(or Jehoash.)^ This King, under very peculiar circum- 
stances, assumed to some extentthe direction of the funds, 
to be employed in repairing the temple. This direction 
extended, however, no farther than to the issuing of an o'r- 

• A foot note to p. 227, of the treatise upon the Ruling Elder, con- 
tains BO judiciotis a commentary ^ipon Acts vi. 'Z, that it ia inserted en- 
tire. He saya, " It has heen supposed by many that the phrase ' serving 
tables,' in the history of the institutioD of the deacon's office, had a re- 
ference either to the LortTa table, or to overseeing and supplying the 
tMes of Ike poor, or perhaps both. But I am inclined to believe that 
this is an entire mistake. The wotd rfaKi^a, signifies, indeed, a tabk; 
but, in this connexion, it seems obviously to mean a money table, or a 
counter, on which money was laid. Hence Tjontfitijt, a moneychanger 
or money merchant. See Matt. xxi. 12, xxv. 87; Mark xi. 15; Luke 
xix. 23. The plain meaning, then, of Acta vi. seems to be this: — "It 
is not suitable that we should leave the word of God and devote our- 
selves to pecuniary affairf." The passage fcom Origen, quoted above, 
is conclusive evidence of the soundness of this criticism. 

t Num. iii. 47—51; Lev. v. 17; chap. xxvi. 27, 28, xiix., and Neh. 
X. 37— 39. 

X For a complete list of all the paasages in the Old Testament scrip- 
tnres that relate to the administration of the church's finances, see note 
B. An abstract is there given of them. 

§ 2 Kings zii. 2, and 2 Chron. chap. xxiv. 
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der to prepare a chest and place it at the door of the tem- 
ple,* ahd the appointment of an officer (the king's scribe, 
or the secretary of state,) to bo present with Jehoiada, the 
high priest, or some one acting for him, when the money 
deposited in the chest was emptied out and counted-t In 
all this transaction there was no infringement upon the 
law enacted by the God of Israel- respecting the eccle- 
siastical funds. The chest was at all times in chaise 
of the Levites;^ the highest ecclesiastical officer was al- 
ways present, and actively employed in the management 
of these funds, with the king's scribe,^ while the presence 
of the latter was in the exercise of that extraordinary pow- 
er which belonged to the kings of Judah, and was often 
exercised in times of disorder, by which they obliged all 
tlieir subjects, not excepting ministers of rel^on, to attend 
to their respective duties. || This event, therefore, fiir- 
nishes no exception to the observation made respecting the 
principle as always acted upon in ordinary circumstances. 
That for so many centuries, by the immediate direction 
of the Lord Jesus Christ, the God of Israel, the ecclesias- 
tical goods should have been committed to none but or- 
dained officers, is a fact from which we may, certainly, 
derive some instruction. It' is liot affirmed that the mode 
of administering the ecclesiastical finances under the Old 
Testament, is literally applicable in all its particulars now; 



s subject, ! 

sions.^ Id civil order what was moral under the Old Testa- 
ment economy, is still binding. "Why should its light and 
power be entirely rejected in mattersof ecclesiastical order? 
What was typical is done away, but what was moral still 
remains. IT 

■ 2 Kings xii. 9. It is here said, that *< Jehoiada, the priest took a 
chest," itc. 

t Ver. 10. 

t Ver. 9. 

S Ver. 10. 

II 2 Chron. xt. xxis. xxziv. « 

% Ignorance of this principle or unwiUingneas to apply it, has led to 
Innentable diaregard in civil things, of the wise provisions of the Jew- 
ish constitution. The London divines reply to the objection that " argu- 
menta for the form of church government, mast not yet be fetched from the 
Jewish Church. — " 3. We anawer, the laws of the Jewish Church, whether 
cereiDonial or judicial, so far are in force, even at this day, as they were 
groonded upon common equity, the principles of reason and nature, and 
were serving to the maintenance of the moral law. The Jewish polity 
is only abrogated in regard of what was in it of particular right, not of 
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Is there any thing typical in the principle which has 
been brought to view? Is there any thing in it which 
renders its application in New Testament times impracti- 
cable, or unMie, or derogatory to Jesus Christ? The con- 
duct of the disciples after the day of Pentecost, when un- 
der the influence of the Holy Spirit, they cast their con- 
tributions at the apostles' feet, furnishes a satisfactory an- 
swer to these interrogatories. Moreover, the apostle Paul, 
in the iv. chap, of 1st Cor., enforces the duty of contri- 
buting to the maintenance of the gospel ministry, by de- 
ductions from the Mosaic economy. 

The organization of the Jewish synagt^ue, confirms 
the view just priBsented of the moral character of the prin-. 
ciples imbodied in the constitution of the church, during 
the former dispensation, in regard to the mui^ement of 
fiscal concerns. In the language of Dr. M'Leod, " There 
were several officers in the Jewish synagogue, and these 
were authorized to conduct the public worwiip, preserve the 
order, and manage ihe^nances of the congregation."* This 
latter officer was the chazan or deacon of the synagt^ue ;t 
and in the words of Prideaux, "the chazanim, that is, over- 
seers, who were also fixed ministers, and under the rulers 
of the synagogue, had th^chargeandoversightof all things 
in it, kept the sacred books ot the law, and the prophets, 
and other Holy Scriptures, as also the books of their public li- 
turgies, and all other utensils belonging to the synagogue." 
The order of the synag<^e was, as all presbyterians hold, 
the model ofthat of the church underthe New Testamentdis- 
pensation. In the synagogue was an officer who attended to 
the poor, had the oversignt of the place of worship, and 
managed the finances. This fact furnishes additional evi- 
. dence that the deacon's office is not sokit/ the care of the 
poor. The chazan of the synagogue had the care of the 
poor as a part only of his charge: the oversight of the fis- 
cal aflairs of the synagogue belonged to him. Such officers 
as the trustee or committee-man of modern days, were not 
known either in the order of the synagogue, or of the apos- 
tolic churches. 

ROmmon right: so far bb there was in their lawa eitheratj^picalnesB pro- 
j>er tn their church, or a peculiaroeta ol' respect to their state in that 
land of promise given unto them. Wkataoner the Jtwiik c/iurch had 
not a» Jewiah, but a> it was a political church, or an ecelenaatical re- 
public, doth belong to the Christian church.'^ Divine Right, &c. p. 208. 
Ignorance of this principle, or its true application, not the principle 'A- 
eelf, has confirmed Episcopalians in their erroneous views of church go- 
vernment. It (hould not be rejected on that account. 
' Ecc. Gat. Quest. 61. f Prideanx'e Connexions, Part I. Bottk V(. 
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The scripture argument for committing all the ecclesi- 
astical goods to deacons, may be briefly stated thus : Both 
under the Old and New Testament dispensations, the Bi- 
ble contains frequent allusions to the funds devoted to ec- 
clesiastical uses — in aU cases these were managed, until 
the canon of divine revelation was completed, by ordained 
officers, and such officers only; during the Old Testament 
dispensation by priests and Levites, during the new by deO' 
cons. Nor does the Bible contain any account of officers 
distinct from these, and unordained, to whom the fiscal con- 
cerns of the church either were or might be committed. 
The consequeiice is plain. Any other officers for the ma- 
nagement of church funds are of human invention, and 
where they exist, occupy a place which should be occu- 
pied by officers chosen and set apart for this service accord- 
ing to Christ's institution. 

II. The duty of the deacon tocoUect and disburse all the or- 
dinary revenues of the congregation, has been gene} ally ac- 
knowledged and practised upon by the church of Christ. 

Origen, in the passage already quoted, says, that " the 
deacons preside over the money talks of the church." 
Jerome, who wrote in the fourth century, calls deacons the 
" ministers of tables and widows." ZozOmen, an ecclesi- 
astical historian of the fifth century, says, speaking of 
preceding times, that " the deacon's office was to keep the 
church's goods." Without, however, entering into an 
examination in detail of the history of the early periods of 
the church, let the authority of Calvin, respecting the of- 
fice of the deacon during these times, suffice. He says,* 
"Nor was the situation of deacons at that time (the Ni- 
cene period) at all different from what it had been under 
the apostles. For they received the daily contributions 
of the faithful, and the annual revenues of the church, to ap- 
ply them to their proper uses; that is, to distribute part to 
the ministers and part for the support of the poor." 

The sentiments of Calvin himself, (easily discovered in 
the above extract,) axe found plainly expressed in the 
same work, where he says, vol. iii. p. 100, "Now, let the 
deacons come forward, with that most sacred distribution 
which they hive of the property of the church. And, more 
explicitly, in his sermons on the 1st Epistle to Timothy, 
ser. 24th, "But the deacons have the treasures of the 
church to dispense, that is to say, such as are wholly dedi- 
cated to God, and ought not in any wise to be applied to 
profane uses. . . . For the goods of the church (as we 



* loMitutes, *ol. iii. p. 74. 
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call them) ought to be applied no other, but to the use of 
the church, that is to say, lojindthe ministers, tojindschool 
masters,* which serve to preserve theseed of the church, and 
snch other like things, afvi specially to find the poor." These 
doctrines spread from Geneva over the neighbouring king- 
doms, hut not in all to the same extent. They were adopt- 
ed, so far as circumstaaces allowed, in France, and Hol- 
land; and, entirely in Scotland. In the French churches 
the ministry were provided for, and the other necessities 
of the church, as well as the wants of the poor attended to, 
by the ministration of deacons. In one instance, indeed, 
the first of these might be committed to other persons; 
namely, when the revenue, out of which this item of ex- 
pense was to be defrayed, arose from the rent of "a tene- 
inent."t Yet even in this case the persons charged were 
to he "commissioned and ordained by the church." The 
Holland church was never strong enough to throw off the 
Erastian power of the gfovemment; they always had dear 
cons in their congregations; but in many, perhaps ifiost 
instances, the funds for the church's maintenance were 
drawn directly from the coffers of the state. In some c^es 
these officers were, however, accountable to the consistory. 
The principles of Junius and other Holland divines were 
scriptural, but their circumstances were unfavourable to 
the application of them.j: 

The 1st Book of Discipline contains the principles of 
Knox and the earliest reformers in Scotland. They say, 
chap, xvii.p "The deacons should take up the Tvholerent^<^ the 
kirk, disponing them to the ministry, the school, and the 
poor within their bounds, according to the appointment of 
the kirk." After nearly twenty years' investigation, the 
doctrines of the church of Scotland on this subject were 
expressed in the 2d Book of Discipline, as follows: chap, 
viii.: "Their office and power (the deacons') is to receive 
and to distribute the whole ecdesiastical goods unto them, 
to whom they are appointed." And chap, is., " The goods 
ecclesiastical ought to be collected and distributed by the 
deacons, as the word of God appoints, that they who bear of- 
fice in the fcirk be provided for, without care or solicitude."^ 
It has been shown that these principles were carefully che- 

* This was a common opinion at the Reformation. It was a favour- 
ite idea of John Knox. The prinoiples of the first Book of Discipline, 
respecting schools and school funds, might be studied even now with 
great profit. 

t French Church Diecipline, Sec. xii. chap. I. Canon xliii. 

it Gerard Brandt's Hist. Ref. Holl. 

§ For farther quotations from this chap, see pages 13 and 27. 
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rished, and faithfully contended for by the reforming church 
of Scotland, for more than thirty years, against the almost 
unremitting opposition of the civil power, before they -were 
admitted by the Parliament, and sanctioned by the law of 
the land. The Scottish church refused to accept of a full 
establishment upon any other principles. The 2d Book 
of Discipline remained, in fact, unsanctioned by the laws 
of the land for fourteen years, from 1578 to 1592, chiefly 
because the friends of truth, and the advocates of Christ's 
erown rights, refused to modify these principles on the 
subject of the deacon's office.* 

This Book of Discipline was sworn to in the national co- 
venant, and revived and ratified by the General Assembly 
1638. It continued to be received as the church's Book oi 
Policy during the whole of the second reformation. The 
Scottish Covenanters never either altered or modified these 
principles for which Knox and Melville, and a host of wor- 
thies had contended so long, and suffered so much. If they 
did, where is the evidence? Where ia the declaration, or 
the law? 

Perhaps some may suppose a change to have been in- 
tended in the adoption ot^ the form of church government 
drawn up at Westminister, which says that "the deacon 
is to take special care of the poor." In regard to this, let 
it 'be remarked. First, the language employed is not at all 
inconsistent with the doctrines of the Book of Disciphne. 
It is merely said that the deacon has a special busines?, by 
no means'affirming that it is his only business-f Second, 
such a supposition is at variance with the avowed design 
of the Solemn League and Covenant. The first paragraph 
of that covenant is in the following words : " That we shall 
sincerely, really, and constantly, through the grace of God, 
endeavour in our several places and callings, the preser- 
vation of the reformed religion in the Church of Scotland, 
in doctrine, worship, disciphne, and government, against 
our common enemies." Wilt it be said that the Scottish 
Church intended to throw aside her attainments, and re- 
construct her order? The contrary was then and always 
declared. But, her principles respecting the deacon's of- 
fice were no more an exception than those respecting the 
pastor of the ruling elder. Third, their adherence to their 
previous order and policy, is expressly asserted'va the acts 

* See foot note, p. 13, and Kdox and Galderwood'a histories, and 
M'Crie's Lives of Knox and MelTJUe. ' 

t More respecting this phraeeology on pages 38 and 39. 
4* 
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adopting the directory for wojship, and the form of church. 
government. The act adopting the former has thus 
clause : It is also provided, " That this shaU be no pr^miice 
to the order andpraetice of this kirk, in such particulars as 
are appointed hy the Books of Discipline, aud acts of Gene- 
ral Assemblies, and are not otherwise ordered and appoint- 
ed in the directory." This shows that every part of these 
books, not espresaly repealed, was still considered to be the 
doctrine and order oi the Scottish Church. Where is 
there an express repeal of the principles of the Second 
Book of Discipline respecting the deacon? Had they al- 
tered their doctrines, they must have repealed many laws. 
"Where are the laws repealing former enactments ? There 
are none. The first sentence of the act adopting the di- 
rectory runs as follows : " The General Assembly being 
most desirous and solicitous, not only of the establishment 
and preservation of the form of kirk government in this 
kingdom, according to the word of God, Books of Disd' 
pUne, acts of General Assemblies, and National Covenant, 
4-c. ^c." Fourth, among the interrogatories put to the elders 
of every congregation at the annual presbjterial visita- 
tion,* respecting the pastor, is the following: "And hath 
he deacons in ttie parish distinct from elders?" Among 
those put to the pastor; " Are the deacons faithful in their 
office, in calling and distributing all the kirk goods, and in 
having a care of the sick poor? Is your session rightly 
constitute, and all the elders and deacons duly admitted, 
according to the acts of Assembly?'.' Fifth, it should be 
remembered, that when this form of government was adopt- 
ed, the Church of Scotland had for more than half a cen- 
tury, not only professed, hut (making some allowance 
for the time of the oppressions of James VI. and his son 
Charles I.,) had practised upon, the doctrines of the Books 
of Discipline respecting the deacon's office : that seven 
years, from 1638 to 1645, had elapsed from the renovation 
of the National Covenant: that there were deacons in her 
congregations actively employed in the discharge of their 
duties. Now, where is the law stripping them of a part 
of their office, and appointing, or allowing to be appointed, 
committee men or trustees, to fill the vacancy? There is 
no such law. There were no such officers. Could so 
great a change have taken place in so short a time — in an 
instant almost — unheard of and unremembered ? We may 
rest assured that Scotland in her best days never repudiated 

^ * Stewart's Coll., Book I, 
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the doctrines or the practice of her noble refonoers oa thtt ' 
part of the order of the house of God.* 

The divines of the Scottish Church daring that period, 
whose sentiments have cx)ine down to our times, while 
they lay great stress, and with evident trath and propri- 
ety, upon the duty of tUe deacon to take special care of the 
poor, the sick, &c., do not limit his office to this business 
^one. Rutherford, as we have seen, considered the " Acg>- 
ing of the chuTcks fabric in good repair," as belonging to 

, the deacon's duties.! David Dickson, an eminent diviae, 
and a very active and inflnential member of the Reform 
ing Assembly, 1638, says:!: " But the deacons not a Uttle 
aided by their ministrations; for they took care respecting 
the salary of ministers, and the necessities of the saints, and 
dwtributed the public goods of the church." Again, on 
1 Timothy iii. 8 : "As to that which belongs to tie elec- 
tion ofeldeis^xiAof the guardiarts of the public treasury^' ^ 
And again, on Romans xii. 8: "He that giveth." "The 
official treasurers of the church are referred to; those who 
distribute the goods of the church, and the contributions of 
the faithful, for thepuUic uses of the church."^ 

The divines of England although the church in that 
part of the isleind did not attain so high a point of refor- 
mation as the northern, held similar views on this subject; 
not in all cases, however, so clearly and decidedly. The 
celebrated John Owen is very explicit. He saySjTT " Where- 
as, the reason of the institution of this office was, in gene- 
ral, to free the pastors of the church, who labour in word 
and doctrine, from avocations by outward things, such as 
wherein the church is concerned; it belongs unto the dea- 
cons not only to take care of and provide for the poor, but 

- to Tnanage all other affairs of the church of the same bind; 
such as are providing for the place of the church-assetn- 
bUes, — of the elements for the sacraments, of keeping, col- 
kctiTig, arwf disusing of the stock of the church, for the 
maintenance of its officers, and inddendes, especial^ in the 

' la the act abolishing patronagee, paased March 8, 1649, one reaBon 
assigned by Parliament ia, thatpatronaeeis " coatiary to the tecond Book 
of ViscipKne." These words are Italicised in the act. 

t See quotation from his " Due Right of Presbyteries." P. 15. 

fEspositioEpistolanim, 1646, on Corinthians xii. 26, "helps." "Dia- 
coni autem miniisteris non parum opitulabantur, de slipendiis ministro- 
mm, et sanctorum necessitatibus prospicientes, et publico facullates die- 
pensanles." This work was published the very year that the form of 
church government was adopted- 

$ The same work. || Do. on this text. 

f Treatise on Chuioh Government, chap. ix. 
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timi of troubk and persecution" These views were, at 
least, not uDcommoii among the English Protestants, Pres- 
byterian and Independent. Owen observes, in the same 
chapter, that " the deacon's office was so well known as to 
render it unnecessary to insist much on it." He described 
no novelty to the English churches, in defining the deacon 
as an officer to whom belongs the management of all the 
temporalities of the church. The London divines say; 
"the deacons being specially to be trusted with the church's 
goods, and the disposal thereof, according to the direction of 
the presbytery, for the aood of the church, d^c."* The 
"good" not of the poor alone, but "of the church." 

These doctrines nave been reiterated by many Qonimen- 
tators and divines since the reformation. The opinions of 
Henry, Scott, Guyse, and Dick, have been alreiwiy quoted 
in our pages.f Bbown of Haddington defines the deacon 
to be "an officer in the church, whose business it is to 
serve in distributing the elements at the Lord's table, and 
to provide for and duly distribute support to ministers, and 
to the poor."X Ridgley, after mentioning pastors and 
ruling-elders as church officers, adds, "others, who have 
the oversight of the secular affairs of the church, and the trust 
■ of providing for the necessities of the poor committed to them, 
who are caikd deacons."^ Dr. Gill, on Acts vi. 2; ''And 
they (the deacons) are likemse to serve the minister's table, by 
taiung care that he has a sufficient competency for his sup- 
port," and on 1 Cor: xii. 28, the word "helps," or "rsxhei the 
deacons of churches, whose business it is to take care of 
tables; the Lord's table, the ministers, and the poor, andall 
the secular affairs of the church." JohnFairley, an esteem- 
ed minister of the Reformed Presbyterian church in Scot- 
land, says of deacons: "their office relates to the necessities 
of the poor, and external concerns of the cAwrcA."|| Dr. 
Miller, oT Princeton Theological Seminary, well known 
as a very learned and able writer upon church government, 
say^, that "the function to which the deacon was appointed 
by the apostles, was to manage Xhepecuniary affairs of the 
church, and especially to preside over the collections and 
disbursements for the poor."Tr 

• Divine Right, &c., p. 184. t On p. 87. 

% Dictionary of the Bible, on the word " Deacon." It is not so evi- 
dent, as this very candid and escetleat writer appears to think, that the 
deacon should serve at the Lord's table. 

§ Body of Divinity, Philad. Ed. Vol. II. p. 653. 

II See his Sermon preached at the opening of the Synod, May 1816. 

\ On the Ruling Elder, p. 243. 
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Let us now direct our attentioa to the standards of afew of 
the Protestant Presbyterian chttrches. The Reformed Pres- 
byterian church in Scotland, in her Testimony, expresses 
her views in the following terms: " Deacons are oraained 
upon the choice of the congregation, and are associated with 
the teaching and the ruliDg elders in distributing to the ne- 
CMsities of the poor, and managmg other temjpforaUties in 
the church"* The same church in the -United States: 
" The deacon has no power excq)t about the temporakties of 
the church." f He has, of course, " power about the tetrgto- 
raUties." The Associate Presbyterian Church defines tnis 
office thus: " The deacon is to take care of the poor, and to 
distribute among them the collections that may be raised 
for their use. It also belongs to him to provide the elements 
for the Lord's table, and other necessaries, and in general 
the charge and disposal of the funds or temporalities of the 
church, according to the direction of the session, devolve 
on hi[ii."{ The General Assembly Presbyterian church, 
a&er stating that the office of the deacon " is to take ca^ of 
the poor," &c., adds; "totftem cdso may he property committed 
themmMgementofthetemport^affairsofthechir^^"^ This 
statement they confirm by Acts vi. 3, 6, 6. It is plain that 
this church intends to say, that by the aiuthonty of the 
Head of the church the management of the temporal 
aJSairs of the chorch may properly be committed to the 
deacon; or else, why adduce, in proof, that very passage 
of scripture which is employed to establish the (&ffy of 
the deacon to take care of^the poor, and of the funds des- 
tined for their Bupply?|| 

• Teitimony, Ed. of 1837, chap. xi. sect 11. 

t Refonnation Piinciples Exhibited, chap, xviii. 

X Book of Government and DiBcipline, 1817, chap. ii. Thia bodyhaa 
lately revised ber book of government, &c. The paragraph quoted above, 
has been altered to read as follows: "To tbe deacon belong the care of 
the poor, and the managfement of the temporalidea of the church," chap. 
iii. sect. 7. It will be perceived, that the doctrines are the aame, only 
more tersely expressed. For other opinions, see also Douglas' Erron 
in Religion, N. Y. Ed. p. 65. Taylor's Spiritual Despotism, N. Y. Ed. 
p. 331; and Buck's Dictionary under the word "Deacon,*' Ul of whom 
concur in sentiment with the writers, and church standards quoted. 

$ Form of Government, chap. vi. 

I The foQcwing extract from a " Catechism on the Oovemment and 
Discipline of the Presbyterian church," compiled by Presbyterian Divines 
in Britain, and which has had a large circulation in the Scottish churches, 
and in the Presbyterian Synod of Ulster, shows that the doctrines advo- 
cated in this essay are taught in these churches. The quotations whieh 
follow are from the third edition, Glasgow, 1838, chap, i. Quest. IS, 
" What are the Ordinary church-officers appointed by Christl Ans. Pres- 
byters or Elders (caUed also Bishops or Overseen] and deacons." 
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It may, perhaps, occur to the mind of the reader as an 
objection to the \iew that has been given of the opinions 
of the. churches, and of protestant writers, that they so 
often affirm that the deacon is an officer appointed " to take 
care of the poor." This phraseology is met with so fre- 
quently, that a superficial reader of ecclesiastical history, 
will be liable to infer that the protestant church has not 
been so unanimous in assigning to the deacon the charge 
of all the temporalities, as would seem from the historical 
view just given. For example, Calvin, in his discourses 
upon 1 Tim. iii. S — 13, says, "But ihe deacons are they 
which are appointed to have the care of the poor, and to 
distribute the alms." Andagain: "There must be deacons 
to have the care of the poor." Such expressions occur fre- 
quently in these discourses; and were we to stop here, and 
examine them no farther, we would infer that Calvin limit- 
ed the deacon's duties to the care of the "alms," strictly 
so called, or the "poor's money." Farther examination 
of these very discourses, however, shows us that such 
an inference would furnish a very mistaken notion of 
Calvin's real sentiments upon this subject: for he proceeds 
to say, " The deacons have the tttasures of the church to dis- 
pense, SfC.;" and with greater minuteness observes, that 
"the^oods of the church ought to be applied to find the 
ministers, &c."* So in the 1st Book of Discipline, chap, 
vii., the office of the deacon is said to be "to gather and 
disttibute the alms of the poor." Taking this expression 
alone, and were there no other intimation in this document, 
or elsewhere, of the doctrines of the church of Scotland 
respecting the deacon's office, the inference would appear 
to be correct, that she restricted the deacon to the oversight 
of the poor alone: But in chap. xvii. the principles of 
that church, on this subject, are fully exhibited: and there 
it is said to be the duty of the deacons, " to take up the 
whole rents of the kirk, disposing them to the ministry, &o."t 
By examining the whole document, we ascertain that when 
the deacon's office was said to be " to take care of the 

Ewr," there was no design to limit it to that only. The 
ondon divines, in the work from which we have quoted 
so often, employ similar phraseology. They say frequently 
that the " deaicon taikes care of the poor," and, at the same _ 
time, that he has charge " of the goods of the church." 

Quest, xxxi. " For what duty were they (ihe deacons) appointedT Ans. 
To manage the temporal aff^n of the church, and especially to attend 
to the wauts'of the poor, in order that the apogtles or teachers might 
give themselves conlinually to the ministry of the word." 

* See page 31, for the whole paragraph. ~ t See p, Z%, 
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Th^ apparent inconsistency is sosoeptible of a very 
easy explanation. They speak of the deacon as an officer 
appointed to take charge of the poor, in the same way 
that Presbyterians, in writing and in conversation, denomi- 
nate the teaching-elder, a minister of the gospel, or a 
"preadier" The reason is evident. The ministry of the 
word is the great business of this class of ecclesiastical 
officers. It IS greater than administering sacraments. 
Pan! says, 1 Cor. i. 17: "for Christ sent me not to baptize, 
but to preach the gospel." In fact, there is no direct 
assertion of the pastor's right to rule, in any of the de- 
scriptive titles usually given to the teaching elder. Would 
the inference be a just one, in some remote period when 
circumstances had altered, that Presbyterians did not In 
the 19th century acknowledge the right to rule as belong- 
ing to the pastor, because they do not commonly, when 
speaking of him, bring to view this part of his official 
character? Would it be a feir inference that they denied 
ruling to be a part of the pastor's duties, because they call 
him the teaching-elder in contrast, apparently, to the ruling- 
elder? The unsoundness of such inferences would be 
shown by referring to other portions of the samedoouments, 
in which ruling is affirmed to belong to the pastor. 

In this way, the apparent inconsistencies alluded to are 
explained. The care of the poor is a very important, and a 

Enmary part, of the functions of the deacon. Mainly, per- 
aps, for this reason, so high and extensive a range of qualifi- 
cations is demanded of this class of officers. The reform- 
ers, consequently, spoke of the deacon repeatedly in terms 
that have given rise, in the present circumstances of the 
churches, (which hare generally dropped the office) to mis- 
taken notions respecting their views regarding the extent of 
bisduties. They nomoreintesded.when. they referred to the 
deacon as appointed to the charge of the poor, to deny that 
the other temporalities of the church were to be uncfer his 
management, than Presbyterians now intend to deny the 
ruling powers of the pastor, when they speak of him as a 
" minister of the gospel." All that is necessary to remove 
these mistakes, is a tolerable acquaintance with the history 
of the church, and a competent degree of familiarity witn 
the modes of expression in use in times somewhat remote 
from our own.* 

* The writings of ihe late Dr. M'Leod, Aimiah an example of this use . 
of language, and of deeignations. He says, in his Eccleaiastical Cate- 
chism, repeatedly, thalthe deacon is an officer " to take care of the poor." 
And even goes so fax as to a&y, (how properly is not now affirmed,) that 
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Here the arg^ument might rest. We haye examined &e 
holy oracles, and from them have established our principle. 
We hare traced the history of the Christian Church by a 
path carried through her purest and best times, and por- 
tions, and have fbuad a very satisfactory degree of una- 
nimity of sentiment, and conformity of practice on the sub- 
ject of the deacon's office. But our labours are not at an 
end, for the deacon has not only been excluded in more mo- 
dem times, from the position assigned to him in the house of 
God, by Christ her bead, but his duties divided, and sub- 
divided among various humanly devised substitutes, or 
transferred without warrant, to other ecclesiastical officers. 
An examination of this branch of the subject occupies the 
following Chapter. 

CHAPTER III. 

(^ SubMtitutei for the Dtetm. 

These are various. In some instances, the teaohing and 
ruling elders perform all the duties of the deacon, and iia 
others a part of them. In the congregations of the Scottish 
Establishment, the care of the poor is devolved generally 
upon the session ; while the remaining functions of the 
deacon, those which re^ct the maintenance of the mini^' 
try, and the charge of the property of the church, are^ 
mostly discharged by civil functionaries. In the Presby- 
terian congr^;ations of Ireland,* a similar arrangement 
subsists for th£ care of the poor; while the other offices of 
the deacon are performed, so far as they are attended to at 
all, by temporary and unordained officers, called trustees, 
or committee-men. 

This is the mode which, more than any other, obtains 
in the churches in the United States. In very few con- 
gr^tions, comparatively, is the office of the deacon, as a 
distinct institution in the church, known at all. And 
where the rttane is common, as in the congregational 
churches of New England, it is employed to designate an 
officer resembling much' more the scriptural eQer than 
the deacon. 

this office hftd its " origin in the exietence of a class of paupers in the 
Church." Yet this distinguished writei held, and expressed very deci- 
dedly the views presented in this cbapter. He says, p. 46, Ed. 1831, 
that the deaccm was appointed to rtmovt the bvrdtnoflhe lemporat con- 
etrna from the miniattr, and elder), lohen it becomet embarraaiing to 
fActn." And in Quest. 60: " /« the »oU right of manuging the prtv 
niary affairi of the congregation lodged in the deaconthip? To this he 
rephes, in substance,' that they have this right, as the "helps " of the teach- 
ing and rnling elders. 

* This is true, (with slight modifications,} both of the Reformed Pres- 
byterian Church, and the Synod of Ulster. 
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If &ft docttines advocated in this essay be sound and 
scriptural, t^ere is something wrong in all this. If the 
liom Jesus Christ has instituted a distinct office for the 
care of the poor, then the eldership have no warrant for 
taking its place, so as to exclude the instituted office.* If 
to this office belongs the charge of ^1 the contributions of 
the ^thful, then the substitution <^ trustees or committees 
for this purpose must be still more unwarrantable. All 
these departures from the scriptural model, and the foot- 
steps of the flock, are not, however, equally reprehensible 
in principle'or dangerous in, practice. It is not so deci- 
dedly unscriptural to commit the whole oversight of the 
poor to the eldership, as to constitute boards of trustees 
for the administration of the finances; inasmuch as to the 
elder does belong in a certain manner,t the care of the 
poor, while the scriptures give no warrant for the latter at 
all. 

It is difficult to define the precise position and character 
of what are denominated boards of trustees. They are in 
the church, but are not o^the church. They have under 
their mani^ment that which most nearly concerns the 
interests of the church; and yet, as oMcers, the church 
oanhaveno&Mow&ii^cofthem, prow^mover them. They 
collect and disburse the contributions of the church, for 
the support of her ministry, and for the erection and re- 
pair of her places of worship ; and yet they are not the 
boards of the church. They cannot be defined ; but they 
can be shown to be a class of officers not warranted either 
by the scriptures, or the usages of the best churches. 

An historical fact, which has an important bearing upon 
"this subject, should be attentively considered, and remem- 
bered. It is this : The deacon and the trustee have never, 
for any considerable time, co-ezisted in any denomination 
of Christian. Congregations there are, indeed, that, for a 
time, have had both ; and there are churches in wh^ch some 
congregations have deacons, and others trustees perform- 
ing the same duties. These are exceptions. It is a no- 
torious feet, demanding no proof, that at present in 
churches where the trustee or committee-man has been 

* The Generai Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, at its last meet- 
ing, eojoineil upon all their congre^iioas to elect aad OTdain dtaeons. 
The Associate Presbyterian Synod, in May last, reiterated their scriptural 
doctrines respecting deacons. It is to be hoped that botb these deno- 
minations win complete the work they have begun, by abolishing the 
boards of trustees in their churches. 

t See next Chapter. 

5 
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allovred the management of the funds, the deacon is very 
rareh/ found. And equally notorious, that chnrchea which 
retain the deacon, have no class of queers corre.wonding to 
the trustee or committee-man. For example, the French 
and Holland churches. The reason of this is evident 
Either one or the other is unnecessary. An active board of 
deacons can attend to a^'the fiscal concerns of any con- 
gregation : an active board of trustees would find deaams, 
mthe eud, uncalled for. Moreover, they cannot but in- 
terfere with each other. In case 'the number of poor 
should be great, requiring for their sustenance more than 
the collections made particularly for their use, while the 
ordinary revenues were more than sufficient to meet the 
other current expenses, (a frequent occurrence) what is to 
be done? The trustees could not transfer the surplus to 
the deacons without incurring more weighty responsibili- 
ties than they would often be willing to undertake ; while 
the deacons would not be satisfied to knock at the door 
of the trustees for the funds necessary to accomplish their 
deeds of beneficence. 

But, whatever may have been the causes, the fact is as 
has been stated. Consequently, the question is not dea- 
cons anrftrusteeB; but deacons or trustees : CAm('5 insti- 
tution, or man's. For unless the operations of the same 
causes shall be entirely changed for the future, we shall 
never see both these classes of officers actively employed 
at the same time, in the Christian church to any very 
considerable extent. Let us enter more into detail. 

I. Boards of Trustees are an Innovation.* 
There were no such officers in the churches in apos- 
tolic times. There were no officers sustaining such a 
relation to the church, in the congregations of Geneva, 
France, Holland, and Scotland at the time of the reforma- 
tion. Their introduction has been gradual; but, no doubt, 
keeping pace with the downward prepress in doctrine and 
godliness, that has been manifest among most of the de- 
scendants of the reformers | There is great difficulty in 

■ By ** boards of liuBtecB" are not meant those boards, whicb, acting 
under the direction of the ecclesiastical judicatories in the managemeDt 
of church Tands, such as tliose appropriated for Theological Seminariei, 
-are likewise incorporated; but Ihe boards of congregations, irhich do not 
^sustain any ecclesiastical character. 

■ t This remark is intended to refer to the whole period since the reror- 
niiation. Of late years, frequent and successful attempts ,at reformation 
hxn been made in some denominatioiu. 
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ascertaining at what time regularly oi^anized boards of 
trustees first took their present position in the Protestant 
churches. In the United States, they were probablj^ 
formed at a very early period. It is certain they made their 
first appearance in cities, where most corruptions be^in. 
Pride and worldljness -operate more powerfully in cities. 
There is a class of men to be found in most city congre- 
gations, that is (or was) almost unknown in the more re- 
tired country congregations. Men of active business 
habits, industrious and influential; but who, with these 
characteristics and habits, are lacking in that spirituality 
that would fit them to undertake a sacred office by solemn 
ordination. They may make very good trustees, and 
it may be thought prudent to render them useful. Or, 
there are men who do not even make a profession of re- 
ligion, yet they are rich, and possess influence. The 
trustee-ship will exactly suit them : it forms a kind of neu- 
tral ground, neither belonging to the world nor to the' 
church, where both may meet, and harmonize pleasantly 
together. 

However introduced, boards of trustees are an innova- 
tion. Like other human contrivances, originally devised, 
perhaps, with the professed design to promote the good of 
the church, by furnishing such assistance as might be 
thought necessary to increase the efiiciency of established 
gospel institutions; but in the result, either excluding 
vphoUy, or materially curtailing and changing these in- 
stitutions themselves. As the singing of human composi- 
tions in celebrating the praises of God, has its rise in small 
beginnings: no claim is at first offered on their behalf 
■ to the sok possession of this part of God's worship. In 
the end, the psalms of scripture are excluded, and, per- 
haps, even reviled. Singing by choir begins very mo- 
destly: the object is merely to improve the music. In 
the end, the choir claims to be the seat of praise in the 
house of God. Trustees had no places in the apostolic 
churches. There could have been none at that time. The 
reformed churches had no such officers. Originally, as 
there is reason to believe, they were barely tolerated,* they 
are now, sometimes, supported as altogether preferable to 
deacons; and some, going still farther like the advocates 
of human psalmody, deny the office of deacon to be at all 
an important part of the order of the sanctuary. Trustees, 
maris invention, they would not dispense with: deacons, 
Christ's appointment, may be very well neglected! The 
history 01^ all the corruptions we have mentioned is the 



■ They ate tolefaied aaly, in moat charcbea, atiiL 
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same, for the general principle will always hold good : a 
human inventt<m,once tokrated in the church, mil ultimate- 
ly exclude, or throw into the shade a divine institution.* 

II. Boards of Trustees are unscriptural 

The authority, or even the permission, of the Scriptures 
is not often pleaded in behalf of trustees-t The argument 
in their defence seems generally to take for grantra, that, 
upon this system alone, can all the rights of the people 
be properly secured. It will be shown in the sequel, that 
tiie directly opposite statement is true ; but, in tiie mean 
time, we remark that the scriptural order does by no 
means deprive the members of the church of an interest 
in the management of the ecclesiastical goods; /or deacons 
are chosen hf the people and are the representatives of the 
church; not, indeed, the agents of the people. And here, 
it ought to be observed, that there is great liability, in de- 
fending the trustee system, to employ arguments that are 
inconsistent with Presbyterianism ; inasmuch as they often 
proceed upon a principle which assails the representative 
character of the church's government, viz., that to com- 
mit the mans^ement of the temporalities to the deacon, is 
to tako them out of the hands oi the church. 

This evil, however, is not so great as another to whidi 
we now refer. Trustees having no scriptural warrant, 
can stand upon no principle that does not impugn the rvis- 
dom or the goodness of the church's Head. If it is neces- 
sary for human wisdom to devise a system of pecuniary 
management for the church, then it follows that on this 
point ner arrangements have been left incomplete by her 
blessed Head. That some arrangements are absolutely 
necessary for fiscal management, in all Christian congre- 
gations, no sensible man will think of denying. In the 
loose manner in which affairs of this nature are often left 
at the present day, the persons to manage, and the modes 

• The Papacy fumialiea the most complete esample of this. 

t The only attempt ever made, perhaps, to gather the office of trustee 
from the Scriptures, has been from 1 Oor, svi, 3, S Cor. viii. 19, and 
it may be, one or two other passages of the same tenor. Besides the 
difficulty there will for ever be in establishing, from these passages, the 
right to commission any but a deacon to convey the church's contribu- 
tions to Jerusalem, there are two others which are insuperable. (I.) It 
is absurd to aay that the mere carrying of funds constitutes on o^ce, and 
(3.) which is still more fatal: If these texts prove any thing on the 
subject at aU, they prove too much, even J'or the advocttle of the avstem 
tee oppote, viz. : that the people have a right to appoint tru»leei for tht 
poor tfund, and thus btmiah deacons altogether ; for the money conveyed 
was that sent to the saints at JerusaluB. ,- , 
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ot tQaaagemeDt may not be very distinctly defined; but 
in the most loosely constructed congregation some method, 
either understood or defined, must be adopted for ma- 
naging fiscal* concerns. In the apostolical times, (among 
p^ans and p^an institutions,) the circumstances of the 
church were not, in this respect, materially different from , 
her present condition in nearly all countries. Such ar- 
rangements were imperatively necessary then. History 
shows that her wants have at all times been nearly the 
same. It is her duty to support the poor, to maintain & 
ministry, and to provide a place of worship.* Has the 
manner of doing all this been left uncared for by Jesus 
Christ; except one portion, that regarding the poor, which, 
however important, is a small portion compared with the 
whole? It has always been argued by Presbyterians, and 
with great and acknowledged force, that to affirm, as some 
have done, that the Head of the church has not instituted 
any government for her regulation, but left this whole 
matter to be arranged accordiug to circumstances, is to 
charge the King of Zion either with ignorance or neglect; 
that, as a government is necessary, we might expect to 
find provision on this subject in theScriptures.t The ar- 
gument applies with equal weight to the subject we are now 
considering. And as the necessity which we have stated . 
unquestionably exists,t we may expect to find something 
in reference to it, in the record of the institutions establish- 
ed by Jesus Christ in the church. We find this in the 
deacon; but no where else. If the deacon is not the ofli- 
cer for this purpose, then, in a very remarkable manner, 
has this whole matter been over-looked by the church's 
Head.§ This view is the more important, as it puts us 
in the proper position for viewing the scriptural argu- 
ments already brought forward on this subject: we 
should expect toJiTidmckan office as has been defined in 
this Essay.W 

• Symington (DominioD of Ghriat^ p. 53,) pnts tliia interrogalory : 
"While God has a visible church in the world, will there not be re- 
quired outward erecliooa for the oidinances of worship, and temporal 
fimolumenla for the support of its ministers and institutions V 

t M'Leod's Ecclesiastical Catechism, p. 44, Ques. 72: "That which 
is really necessary, Christ's care must have provided for his church, for 
he distributes different gifts to profit withal." 

X The great variet)' of substitutes for the deacon, proves this suffi- 
ciently. 

§ What then becomes of the doctrine of the Westminster ConfessioD, 
Larger Catechism, Ques. 161, that the church should be "maintained 
by the civil magistrate!" 

li There is another aspect of this subject, which ought not to be left out 
6* ■ 
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III. Boards of Tnatees ore antt-Scripturai. 

This involves considerations, in some respects, more 
serious than any yet presented. It involves opposition to 

«{ view. The trustee system separaCeB the funds for the poor from the 
general funds irf the coDgreg;atiun ; and that without any scriptural war- 
tmnt. And some even go bo far as to aay, diat the ordinary collections 
which are made in many congregatioae, on Ibe Sabbath, should be held 
sacred for this use alone. 

The entire silence of the Scriptures in regard to any such distinct fund, 
is enough to set this opinion aside. Under the Old Testament dispen- 
sation, there was, unquestionably, no such distinction of funds. And 
as to collections made during the seasons of public worship, there was 
an explicit law, Deut. xvi. 1 e, 17, that none should ever " appear before 
the Lord empty," but "every man as he was able*, according to the 
bieasing of his God upon him," was to bring to the public treasury at 
Jerusalem. No one ever imagined this to refer solely to collections for 
the poor. It was this which was " gathered at the door of the temple," 
in Josiah's reign, and applied to the repair of the temple, 2 Kings xxii. 
4 — 8. It was into this " treasury," that the " poor widow ca»t her two 
mitee," Luke xxx. 1 — 4. In the reign of Joash, 2 Kings xii., these col- 
lections, taken up on the Sabbath, as well as the other days of the feast, 
were similarly applied. " The bag" which Judas carried, was the com- 
mon treasury, for three years and a h^f. of onr Lord and his apostles. 
From this Uieir expenses were borne, and gifts made to the poor^ John 
xiii. 20. The apostle Paul, in writing to the Galatian and Corinthian 
churches, merely recalls the law in Deut. svi. He intimates to them 
that ihe *noal proper time to make collections for the church at Jerusa' 
lem,' was the season of public worship. He does not prescribe that all 
tliese collections should be applied in that way : he does not, in the 
lesAt, intimate that their own necessities, as a church, might not be sup- 
plied out of thes^ gatherings. Moreover, these collections, when sent 
to Jerusalem, would there be improved in the best manner, undoubtedly, 
for promoting the good of the church. They were not designed solely 
to feed the poor. They were sent to Htrengthen a feeble church, as in 
our times is ofien done. So the cburcit has always explained this mat- 
ter. And in all churches Sabbath collections are appropriated to various 
ecclesiastical purposes. Therefore, there can be no dintinct fund, from' 
that source at least, for the use of the poor. And, it is scarcely possible 
to imagine any other source whence a distinct fund for the poor can 
emanate 

Sabbath collections for pious uses, are a part of the instituted order for 
public worship. Deut. xvi. 16, 17. 1 Cor. xvi. 2. Dr. M'Leod has 
stated the doctrine of the Bible, in reference to] this subject, with great 
precision and perspicuity in his Ecclesiastical Catechism, p. 83, (ed, 
1831,) in answer to the question: " How do we worship God, in making 
collectious for the saints!" He says, " Ctdlection is to be made for the 
support of those church members, who are in providence incapacitated 
to make provision for themselves, and for other pious purposes; Chris- 
tians, in so doing, worship God by a puUic act, which testifies their de- 
pendence on Christ for worldly property, and their willingness to use it 
la his service, contributing on ^e Lord's day. Recording to the need of 
the church, in proportion to their weekly prosperity." 

It would be of advantage, in more than one respect, to the church, if 
this part of worship were well nnderstnod, and WieraU^ acted upon. 
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ihe authority of the charch's Head. The nulical prin' 
ciple of the trustee system is, that trustees and committees 
■who perform similar duties, are no church officers— do 
not act in the name of the church's Head — and that they 
are the mere ^ents of the people. That the ecclesiastical 
goods; (exceptthe funds for the support of the poor) name- 
ly, the funds invested in the place of worship, and those 
which go to the maintenance ©f the. ministry, and other 
charges attendant upon the enjoyment and propagation of 
the gospel, are a mere Joint stock concern, and differing 
from the property invested in a bank, or road, only in the 
circumstance that the revenue anticipated in the one case 
consists in dollars^ in the other, in religious and moral im- 
provement. That there is no dedication of property in 
the one .case more than in the other. That it ia in the 
■power of the contributor to manage it as he does any other 
part of his property, either to attend to it himself, or to ar^ 
point one or more persons as bis agents,, to manage it Jm- 
kim.. 

It is difScultrindeed, to believe that any devout mind 
can contemplate without revolting at it,, this doctrine as 
thus stated in its naked deformity. Yet it is certainly the 
fact, that this statement embraces the essential principle 
of the trustee system. This system is so interwoven with 
the habits of an age which knows nothing of the deacon,. 
as to render same farther notice of it absolutely neces- 
sary. 

The true doctrine, respecting the ecclesiastical goods, is 
directly the opposite of that above stated,, and is this : that 
the propferty which is appropriated to ecclesiastical pur- 
poses, is dedicated to the service of Christ, as the church's 
Head. And is to be manned therefore, under his autho- 
rity as King in Zion, by officers of his appointment. There 
can be no doubt, for it is so said expressly,* that the con- 
tributions made during the former dispensation, were de- 
voted to the Lord, and therefore eould not be re-called, 
except they were replEiced by an equivalent with a fifth 
part of the assessed value added to it. The cities, fields, 
and revenues of the priests and Levites are ail called "the 
Lord's."! The materials employed in ereetingthe temple 
were dedicated-J Was there any thing typical in this? 
Was there any thing in it of such a character as to render 
it inapplicable now? The dedicated things were em- 
ployed generally for the same purposes in all respects, for 

• Lev. ixvii. 18, 15, 19, 27, 81. t I^t. xxvii. 80. 

i 1 Chran. zxvi. 26, 27. 
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which the ecclesiastical property is now used. And the 
most acute vision may be challenged to discover any thing 
typical in the devoting of the houses, &c., of the Levites and 
* priests. There is positive evidence that this was not a 
circumstance peculiar to the Old Testament economy. 
Paul enforces the duty of furnishing a support to the gos- 
pel ministry by referring to these very institutions;* 
while in the case of Ananias and Sapphira there was 
both lying and sacrilege. 

That ecclesiastic^ property is not a ioint-stock-company 
concern, but something ecclesiastical, can be otherwise 
established. It cannot be sold and distributed for the indi- 
vidual benefit of the members of the church, or tkepetv hdd- 
ers; nor can toe revenues be appropriated to the private 
uses of the members of the congr^ation. Nor, in case c^ 
removal, can any contribotor demand an assessment to re- 
ceive his share. And when, on the other hand, immi- 
grants attach themselves to the church, or individuajs 
make a profession of religion in a particular church, they 
become entitled to the fonefits of the church property. 
Moreover, the poor have a real and tiue joint interest in 
the ecclesiastical goods, as well as the rich. This the 
trustee system would deny them.f There is, in the view in 
which we are now looking at it, an anal(^ to state pro- 
perty. The commonwc^th is a moral person, and is 
capaUe of holding property^ and deriving benefit firom it 
It belongs to no one individually, and all the citizens trf 
the nation have an interest as citizens in it. So of town, 
county, and city property. The church is a moral person : 
so is a congregation, a presbytery, and a synod. They, 
therefore, can, and do hold property, when lawfully re- 
ceived, by a right with which the church is endowed by 
her Head. This is property dedicated. It is set apart for 
ecclesiastical purposes, to be emjdoyed in promoting the 
great ends of her organization m the world. And xiere 
we have the reason why the property of the church can- 
not be sold and distributed as private property. It belongs 
to the church of Christ. In other words, it is devoted to 

■ 1 Cor. ix. 

t The law which requires, in some places at least, a year's payment 
of pew-renls, before the liberty is allowed of voting at the elections for 
trustees, and which, of course, eKcladea the poor entirely from any voice 
in this management of ths funds, is perfectly coosiatent with this anii- 
scriptnial system. It is carrying it out to its legitimate and sure termi- 
nation. This will be the result, certainly, in most cases, when the 
system has existed long enough among any people to show its genuine 
character. 
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the promotion of her interests and ends, so long' as it can 
be UBefully employed in this way.* 

Now, the system that we oppose really and practically 
denies all this. Denies that Christ has made any provision 
for the control of the fiscal interests of the church, denies that 
the church has any rightto receive of control property;! de- 
nies that the poor in the church have all the rights of the • 
rich. The connexion between the trustea system, and 
tho' erroneous views of church property just noticed, is 
abundMitly evident If the property set apart for reli- 
^ous ends, is, after all, mere joint stock property, then it 
is natural enough that it be manned just as a bank, or a 
road concern. And, on the other hand, if funds of this 
kind really belong to the congregation as a part of the 
church, and are ecclesiastical property, then the conclu- 
sion is unavoidable; the management of them should be 
- intrusted to officers constituted agreeably to the vpill of 
the Head of the church, by the choice of the people, and 
by, opdination; that is, to deacons. 

IV. Boards of Trustees art of dangerous tendenof. 

As they are ordinarily constituted, this ia unquestion- 
able. In many congregations, having boards of trustees, 
individuals are chosen to that office who are hot even 
prcrfessors of religion, and whose recommendations axe 

' In the xxxviii. Note to M'Crie's Life of Knox, there are some brief, 
but interesting noticeE of opinioM of the Scottish miniaters on the sub- 
ject of the pioperty of the church. This author says, that they held 
that "property, which had been set apart, and given for religioufl uses, 
conld not justly, or, without aacrilege, be alienated, as long aa it was 
needed for those purposes." An extract is given in this note from 
Sermon* against Sacrilege, by Hobert Pont, a aon-in-law of John Knox, 
and a very distinguished divine. They were written by the appoint- 
ment of the General Aeaembly, in the year 1561. He replies to the ' 
objection, that the Levitical law is abrogated, and that, therefore, autho-- 
rities from the Old Testament are of no force now, as follows : " I an- 
ewer coneerning tfaoee lands, oi annual rents out of lands delated and 
given to the Kirk, that although the Levitic&I law, with the ceremonies 
thereof, concerning the outward observation hath taken an end, and is 
fulfilled in Christ, yet the tubstanee of the policy, concerning enlertain- 
ment of the service of God, and uphold of religion, still remai&e. And 
it is no less necessary, that the ministry of God among us be maintained : 
and that sufficient provision be made to secure other godly uses, ice. 
Ac." Again, Pont says, " albeit in their own nature they be like other 
earthly posacaaions ;^ yet in eo far as they are applied ttf an holy, use, 
they may well be called holy poaaessions and rents, aa die kirk it holy, 
to whoae uae they are appointed." 

t Carry this out, and what becomes of Theological Seminaries, Li- 
braries, MisnoQ Boards, &t. &c.l 
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solely of a worldly character. It is manifest Hal a board, 
tiiua constituted, either in whole or in part, must have 
ultimately an injurious influence upon the cause d truth 
and vital religion. Leaving out of view altogether, the 
direct and powerful temptation to trim and accommodate, 
which must beset the ministry in congregations whose 
fiscal concerns are all under such management, this hurt- 
ful influence will be felt in other ways. The aacredness 
of the ministerial ofl&ce will be affected. The pastor will 
be in danger of d^enerating into a mere temporary hire- 
ling, and his support not considered as a religious duty, 
any further than it is incumbent to pay a hireling hiS' 
wages.* 

• This resuh haa been already developed to a lamentable extent. It 
has become common, in some denominationa of Chrigtians, for clergy- 
men to hire themitlve» out, to congregations, to preach for six months, 
ninemonths, ayear, &c. I. TomakebargainB.previouBlytoreceivingacall , 
where the pastoral relation ia constituted, which by the old laws of the 
Reformation was a censurable olTence, is an every day matter. To 
such an extent has this evil gone, that of about thirteen hundred ministers 
belonging to the General Assembly Presbyterian Church, (Old School), 
fooT hundred and eighty-one are staled supplies, or more than one-lhirdf 
while, in some instances, nearly whole Presbyteries have been mere 
stated supplies. The views of a writer in the "Presbyterian," one of 
the organs of the Old Bchool General jLssembly, are remarkably correct 
on this point. Some of them are. quoted, contained in that papei' of 
Jane 6, 1640. After stating that " there was no such thing as a 
church and congregation associated together, in the apostolic ftge, in the 
support ofdivine institutions," he goes on toaay: "It is far otherwise now. 
Not only are there regular congregations associated with every church, 
but in our own, and many other countries, legal priivislon is made to 
collect and disburse the temporalities of the whole united concern. 
Hence, there are now legal ofGcers, styled trustees, to perform those 
very duties wkicli once lay exclusively on Ike ckurck alone." "I am 
constrained to say, that it is very questionable, whether it has not pro- 
duced, or, at least, increased one of the most serious evils which (he 
church has to contend with in the present day. In- many parts- of the 
church, the frequent failure of ministerial support, is constancy separa- 
ting pastors and churches, thus blighting the labours of numerous years, 
and condemning the churches to long and cheerless seasons of silence 
and deaolation. It is worthy of serious inquiry, whether the commit- 
ment of the support bf the Gospel to a number of men who do not, as > 
board, feel that they are acting under the solemn responsibilities of re- 
ligion, and the obligations of church officers ; whether their duties would 
not be more faithfully performed, if tiiey were committed to men who 
felt that they are " ordained of God," for this, as well as other import- 
ant services, and that they have vowed before heaven and earth to be 
faithful to their trust? And would not the church itself be more likely 
to be kept awake to the important subject of minist^al support, if faith- 
iiilly urged to it by the officers whom they had chosen for tiiis self-same 
service !" 

It is to be hoped that not a few in that body begin to reflect upon that 
very remarkable airaogement, by which k " church," a body of Chii»> 
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The example of many of the most prominent mea in 
the congregation, on the side of irreligion, must have a 
tendency to prevent accessions to the church. Nearly as 
high privileges of honour and influence as the church has 
to bestow, can be enjoyed by worldly men. Such men 
occupy a station har^y inferior in prominence and poweif 
to that of the eldership. Cannot the fewness of male 
members in many churches, where the appearances of ^ 
prosperity are otherwise great, be traceable in part to this 
cause?* 

Such a board has the pecuniary support of the pastor 
in their power, and that without redress. Should the 
pastor, by fiiithful preaching, or discipline, offend the 
trustees, he has no protection from that kind of vengeance 
which they might attempt to inflict upon him, except 
such as the civu law afFords-f 

But were it so that none of these evil effects, which 
have been specified, should result from the system of 
trustees, the silent and gradually operating mfluence 
which such a commingling of the world and the church 
has had upon the churches, and must necessarily have, 
would of itself be sufficient to excite the alarm of pious 
and thinking men. What, for example, would be thought 
of a system which would place the funds collected for 
missionary and education purposes, or the funds of the 
theolt^cal seminaries of the churches, under the control, 
irresponsible to the authorities of the church, of worldly 
men, or even of men vranting an ecciesiasHcal character, 
although church members? Every one knows the long 
and vebement conflict waged on this very subject in the 
General Assembly, before the division of the Presbyteriao 
Church. That whole controversy was, in fact, upon the 

lians, ani] a " coagre^tion," a part of the woild, thus inlermiDgle and 
entwine themselves together. 

* The paucity of male' memheri in the churches of some of the larger 
denominations, is notorious. It was stated on the floor of the General 
Assembly in May, ,1840, that there are many churches in connexion 
vith that body, especially in the South, which have not inalerials enough 
to make ruling-etders of, to say nothing of deacons. Yet they have their 
boards of trustees. 

t This is no supposition. In one instatice, in the city of Philadelphia, 
the salary of a minister was withheld by the board of trustees for nearly, 
or quite, two years. They had secured a majority through the opera- 
tion of the principle that holding a pew entitles to vote for trustees, and 
by excluding, upon various pretexts, many members in full communion. 
Their purpose was, avowedly, to starve him out, because of his faithful 
reproof of Sabbath violation, intemperance, the traffic in liquors, Sk. 
The writer has more than once heard clergymen regrelling difficulties 
wJiich attended thetr ministry, arising from ihia source. 
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question whether the funds devoted to the maintenance 
and diffusion of the Gospel, should be managed upon the 
principle and according to the mode of the trustee system, 
or upon the principle and according to the mode prescribed 
in the Scriptures. 

Those wno have not reflected upon this subject, may 
suppose that all these apprehended dangers can be easily 
avoided, by restricting tne elective franchise to church 
members in fuU communion, or, at least, by Umiting elec- 
tors to such persons in the choice of trustees. But is such 
a restriction generally made, or can it be expected as a 
general rule? The pressing temptation to increase the 
funds and augment the resources of the congregation, may 
be expected to prevail over the feeble anticipations of evil 
from such a course, and to terminate, as has commonly 
been the case heretofore, in choosing non-professors as 
trustees. Nor is such a result to be anticipated only in 
the larger denominations. Not many years ago, when a 
city congr^ation, in connexion with the Reformed Pres- 
byterian Church, were arranging their mode of fiscal ope- 
rations, the question whether pew-holders, not being mem- 
bers, shoiild have a vote in the choice of trustees, was 
warmly argued; and although, in that instance, it was 
decided in me negative, the majority was very small. Had 
the decision been different, there was no redress upon the 
doctrine of the trustee system. Nor, upon this system, 
can any judicatory of the church ever undertake to decide 
the question, by enacting, by law, any such restriction : it 
must be left to congregations themselves.* This presents 
the subject in another aspect. Have congregations, upon 
the principle supposed, the ri^kt to make this restriction? 
Let us examine this point a little. 

Suppose a congregation is making pecuniary arrange- 
ments : they meet, and subscriptions are given in by some 
persons who are church members, and also by others, who 
are not. "What right have the church members, if the 
trustees are mere money agents, to take the appointment 
of them to themselves? Mark : the right of appointing 
trustees is supposed to be derived, not from citizenship 
in the church, and a consequent right to have a voice in 
maiu^ng the ecclesiastical funds, but from the fiiot of 
having invested money in the funds of a joint stock con- 

' In another instance, in the same denomination, individuals, not 
members, of that church, and eome not proressors of religion, were 
chosen tnutees, and for some time managed the funds. In the result, 
the members of the church in that congregation, lost the whole property. 
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cem. All have this qualification alike, (which is the only 
one known to the trustee system,) and yet one part take 
upon themselves to exclude the other from the manage- 
ment of their own funds; for they are supposed still to be 
theirs. It is true, the church members might refuse to 
rpceive subscriptions from any but themselves, or to let a 
pew to any other; but, as this is so improbable, we may 
leave it out of view altogether. It is not even sujmosalue 
that churches will refuse to rent pews to non-professors. 
It would be too great an absurdity. And yet, if they do 
so, we repeat, th6y have no right, upon any other princi- 
ple than that which we advocate, to exclude them from 
the man^ement of the fiscal concerns. 

To return to the proposition with which we set out: 
the trustee system is of evil tendency. This point may be 
still further illustrated by the laws and doings of nations. 
Nations derive a revenue, in many ways, from foreigners; 
yet they do not, on that account, aiiow foreigners a vote, 
even for officers who manage the revenue. The revenues 
are national property. The right to a voice in. managing 
them is, consequently, a privilege of citizenship. No 
other doctrine would be listened to for a moment in the 
commonwealth. National security against foreign influ- 
ence requires them to pursue this course. And should 
uations be more jealous of the intrusion of foreigners, than 
the church of God? Ought they to guard against the 
evils that might result from the control of their revenues, 
by men who are not bound by the ties of citizenship lo 
the body politic ; and should the church of Jesus Christ 
commit her revenues to those who are not citizens of 
this commonwealth of Israel, and thus exposie herself to 
evils, against which the world adopts so many precautions? 
Trulj), "the children of this world are, oftentimes, wiser 
in their generation than the children of light !" 

V. Boards of Trustees are not, as Depositaries of CJmrck 
Property, so safe as Deacons. 

And that because they are, comparatively, irresponsible. 
Trustees are not, indeed, without responsibility to the laws 
of the land :* and provided they are church members, they 
are individually accountable to the courts of the church, for 
immoral or scandalous conduct But they have no respon- 
sibility as trustees to any ecclesiastical tribunal, as deacons 
have. 

* DmconB are alM reepontibk to the lawa. 
6 
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Are they re^onsibU to the congregation? Not at all. 
It IB true they may be superseded at the termination of 
the period for which they were chosen, by another set of 
trustees; but, in the mean time, none of their acts, however 
deeply injurious to the interests of the congregation, can 
be remedied except by an expensive process at law. They 
may close the church doors against the minister and con- 
gregation; they may refuse to pay the pastor's salary, 
mey may neglect to pay other dues, and m some of the 
United States* they may dispose of the entire property of 
the church. For such breaches of trust there is, indeed, 
a remedy by the courts of law; but what this is worth, in 
most instances, they know best who have tried it. "When 
their terra expires they may be voted out of office, but 
this does not furnish a remedy for past evils. And, 
moreover, their successors go into office equally onincum- 
bered, and irresponsible. Their responsibiUty is there- 
fore, practically, little better than nominal. 

It is different with therfcacon. Heisequallyresponsibleto 
the laws of the land with the trustee, for the law views him 
as such; and besides, be is responsible to the courts of the 
church. These courts can order the board of deacons to 
reverse their acts of malversation, and raal-administration. 
In the first instance they are chosen with care by the 
members of the congr^ation in regular standing as 
church members; they are then ordained in the name of 
Jesus Christ; and, then, besides their accountability to 
the courts of law, they are responsible to the ecclesias- 
tical authorities. So that, considered merely as fur- 
nishing satisfactory guarantees for the just and faithful 
administration of the church's finances, Christ's institu- 
tion will be found far superior to the contrivances of men.f 
A system so highly objectionable, and so extremely lia- 
ble to abuses, ought not to be permitted to continue in 
operation in any congregation; not even in those where it 
may still be in its infancy.^ and has not yet assumed its 
more objectionable features. And particularly when it 
rests, as it always does, at least in part, upon the ruins of 
the deacon's office. Let congregations do their duty on 
this subject, &ad their own experience will satisfy them that 
Christ's arrangements are better than man'& 



• New York, for example.. 

t For iome otMerratione upon the " Title to Ghnrcli Property," see 

[oteC. 

i Ai in tl)ose congregatioiiB wbich manage iheir (iinds by temporal^ 
committees, chosen in various ways from among themselves, as emer 
gWKies occur, and which are not permanent boards. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

Oftht Bdaiiom of tht Deacon to the other Eccletiastieal OJieert, and 
to the Court* of the Church. 

The deacon cannot be an independent officer. To sap- 
pose that when ordained he becomes a separate and iso* 
lated portion of the church's organization, would be an 
anomaly in social arrangements, and inconsistent with 
the fundamental principles of presbyterian church go- 
vernment. The fact that the deacon is ordained does, of 
itself, show that after ordination he is not independent in 
the administration of his office. As a rit«, ordination is 
not only the instituted mode of imparting office-power, it 
likewise contains a very direct intimation of the subordi- 
nation of its subject, in his official acts, to the spiritual 
authority of Jesus Christ, and to this, moreover, as exer- 
cised in the constituted courts of the church. No one 
therefore supposes it possible for a minister or a ruling 
elder to become independent in his official character, of 
the government of the church in which he is ordained to 
office ; nor does the deacon. However, as this part of the 
subject is more liable to be enve\oped in douht, or ob- 
scured by prejudice, than any other, it is necessary to ex- 
amine with some minuteness and care, the relations of 
the deacon to the government established in the Christian 
Church. This will be done from the Scriptures, from 
the footsteps of the flock, and from the rules of prudence 
and wisdom, as these are illustrated in the various de- 
partments of the social organization. 

I. The Scriptures exhibit the Deacon as subordinate to the 
Courts of the Church, in the Discharge of his Functions. 

The circumstance of the ordination of the seven,* as has 
been observed, fully establishes this statement. The twelve 
say to the multitude, verse 3; "Look ye out among you 
seven men, &c. whom we may appoint over this busi- 
ness.*' They give no intimation that they were about to 
institute an independent order of officers; but in the very 
act of directing their election, the apostles claim the op- 
pointment as belonging to themselves. If the apostles had 
no concern in the "business," and were to have none, 
could such a course have been pursued? As plainly as 
actions can speak, do they show, in this instance, that the 

• jUti vi. 1—6. 
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deacons were to be responsible to the apostles. In the narra- 
tion of the events of the following thirty or forty years, con- 
tained in the Acts of the Apostles, and in the Epistles, there 
are frequent and decisive proofe that the duties forwhich the 
deacons were ordained as their Bpecial charge, might still be, 
and often were, performed by the apostles and elders. Paul 
says, that the apostles with whom he conversed in the 
city of Jerusalem, upon his return from Arabia, about 
three years after the ordination of the seven, " would only 
that we should remember the poor; the same which I 
also was forward to do."* This distinguished apostle 
was very active during his whole ministry, not only in 
giving directions, as he did to the Galatian and Corinthian 
churches,! respecting the poor and the maintenance of 
gospel ordinances, but likewise in actually ministering at 
times to the wants of the poor saints. His last visit to 
Jerusalem was for the express purpose of bringing alms 
to his nation and offerings-J These he brought, not by 
a commission received from the people, but as an official 
duty.§ And in another instance, we find the contri- 
butions sent to the city of Jerusalem, directed, not to the 
body of the pe(^le, nor even to the deacons, but io " the 
elders." fi 

• Gal. ii. to. 

t 1 Cot. xvi. a Cor. ix. The deaeong mnst have been addressed in 
these instfflipea, in Iheir official character, as well as private church 
members. 

X Acts xiiv. 17. 

§ 1 Cor. xvi. 3, 4. " And when I come, whomsoever ye shaU ap- 
proTe by your letters, them will I send to bring your liberality unto Je- 
rusalem. And if it be meet that I go also, tbey shall go with me." In 
this passage, Paul seems to speak of the sending of those whom the 
Corinthians might "approve," to Jerusalem, as his act: that he would 
give them the appointment. The mere carrying of funds, as has been 
remarked above, does not constitute an officer; butwhenPaul, suo mo/u, 
by his own act, takes this business upon himself, asking for no fresh ap- 
pointment by the people, it is plain he thought himself competent to do 
it, as a minister of Christ. Moreover, it is worthy of notice that this 
appears to have been the way in which such contributions were com- 
monly sent. Long before, Paul and Barnabas had borne to Jerusalem 
the contributiona of the church of Antioch. Acls xi. 30. 

n Acts xi. 30. Most judicious commentators and critics, have dq^uced 
the same inference that we have, from this text. TJie Westminster As- 
sembly directs us to this text, as jyoving that to the pastor and elders 
belongs the care of the poor. The London Divines say, (Church Go- 
vernment, page 184,) " The disposing and appointing bow it (the alms) 
shall be best improved and disposed of cannot be denied to be an Hct of 
government, and for this did the elders meet together. Acts si. 30." Dr. 
M'Leod, Eccles. Catechism, ed. 1831, page 130, " all collections were 
delivered into the hands of the apostles and elders, the prettt/tery. Actor 
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These fects establish, beyond all reastmable doubt, the 
position above stated. Because, if the oversight and 
charge of those very things, which have been spedaUy 
committed to the deacon, are still, in any way, incumbent 
Upon the spiritual officers of the church, then is not the 
deacon the sole, nor an independent officer, in performing 
his functions. It may, perhaps, be supposed by some 
that this doctrine is true, so far as it is applicable to the 
case of the poor; but that it does not hold respecting the 
other functions of the deacon's office. If we remember, 
however, that the rvkde revenues, (as has been attempted, 
at least, to be shown in the second chapter of this Essay,) 
were originally managed by the apostles; and that they 
made the same kind of transfer of the whole of "the daily 
ministration," as oi any part of it, at the ordination of the 
deacons : and then connect with these established truths 
the fact just now ascertained, namely, that the care of 
the poor, at least as to the general charge and supervision, 
still belonged to the apostles, we infer as the only con- 
clusion from these premises, that the general charge and 
supervision of the whole temporalities still rested upon 
tiiem. If the apostles did not divest themselves of all re- 
sponsibility in regard to the poor, (and this is universally 
admitted,) neither did they in regard to the other interests 
of-the church, that were specially intrusted to the deacon; 
for the very identical language which informs us of the 
one, informs qs of the other. There is not even a hint, 
that two funds were afterwards to be formed instead of 
the one which had previously existed. Indeed, there is 
no scriptural authority whatever, for separating the funds 
appropriated to the use of the poor in the Christian church, 
from those destined to other uses.* The idea, then, of 
joint charge in the case of the former, and independency 
on the part of the deacon with regard to the latter, has 
no scriptural foundation to rest upon, for the Scriptures 
recognise no such distinction of funds. Consequently, if 
the other officers of the church iiave no oversight of the 
temporalities generally, they can have no other charge of 
the interests of the poor, than that which rests upon all 
the faithful: they have none in their official character. 
This is a conclusion that few would admit; if not ad- 
mitted, the proposition which we have laid down contains 
the only true and scriptural view of the subject. 

The statement contained in Acts vi. 4, may be deemed 
opposed to these views. The apostles say thatthey would 



' See p. 46, foot-note. 
6* 
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" give tfaenuelves continually to prayer, and to the miaB- 
try of the word." To those who may consider this text 
as containing an express relinquishment of all charge over 
the church's temporalities, we might reply by employ- 
ing the argumentum ad hominem; for they, probably, m 
most instances, likewise entertain the idea, that "this 
' business," verse 3, signifies only the care of the poor. 
If the deacon is an officer to attend solely to the poor, 
and the apostles relinquish entirely, in verse 4, all con- 
cern in that which they transfer to the deacons, what 
then becomes of the universally admitted, and certainly 
scriptural doctrine, ihat the apostles were still charged 
with the care of the poor? According to the objection, they 
conveyed ail? this to the deacon T This text cannot there- 
fore, upon any view of the deacon's office, be supposed to 
contain an entire abandonment, upon the part of the apos- 
tles, of all the fiscal duties which they had heretofore per- 
formed. How is it to be explained? 

The word, tpotxaptifwiur, ^for it is in the original but one 
word,) translated, "wt'fi give ourselves continually to," is 
used eight times in the New Testament;* and in every 
instance, but two, it refers to the performance of religious- 
duties, such as prayer and partaking of the Lord's Supper. 
It is compounded of «?"(. nnth, and '?«■*•>!, strength; and 
means, as its roots import, mgorotis and persevering atten- 
tion, but not exclusive attention. Stockius translates it, 
"semper alteri proesto esse," to he ahvays in readiness for 
another's service. In none of those texts where it refers 
to devotional dutiesf can it mean exclusive attention; for 
the Christian has many duties to perform besides acts of 
worship: but he is sn to engage in them, as "always to 
be in readiness for" God's service : he must not become 
entangled with natural and civil duties, so as to be incum- 
bered and hindered in his devotions. This is finely ex- 
pressed by this word. The use made of the same word 
in Acts X. 7, throws much light upon its meaning. Cor- 
nelius, the centurion, sent for Peter, "itfa-r-Mt,^ (uofffij T«y 
«po(j«ipr(pow*<« OUTS," a devout soldisr of them that waited on 
him continually. Now, this soldier was not merely the 
attendant of Cornelius: he was still a soldier. In the 
mean lime, however, he was released from the most bur- 
densome part of his mihtary duties, that he might " al- 
ways be in readiness for the service" of Cornelius. J This- 

• Mark iii. 9. Acts i. 14, ii. 42, 46, vi. 4, x. 7. Rom. xii. 12. £pfa. 
Ti. 18. t Acta i. 14, ii. 43, 46. Rom. xii. 12. Eph.vi. 18. 

X The posBsge in Mark in airailar to thii one. Christ directs a boat 
to tie kept in readiness for him. 
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was precisely the situation of the apoetles. They were 
" stewards of the mysteries of the Giipel." To dispense 
these, was their business, their employment. Connectea with 
this, were the care of the poor, aod the oversight of the 
church's contributions. For a short time, the spiritual offi- 
cers performed, unaided, the whole of their functions; until 
the less important had so increased, that to have attended 
to them properly, they must have "left the word of God to 
serve tables." To relieve themselves from. the burden 
which rested upon them, they direct the people to choose 
certain persons, whom they would appoint over this busi- 
ness, so that they might liave the opportunity of devoting 
their labours "to prayer and to the ministry of the word." 
There is no intimation, throughout the whole narrative, 
that the business was improper for them, but merely that 
" it was not reason that they should /eautf the word of God, 
and serve tables." 

The deacons were, therefore,, appointed not ^ inde- 
pendent officers, but as "helps," or assistants, to the spi- 
ritual officers. They are so called in 1 Cor. xii. 28.* 
That the deacon is meant by this title, is _nearly, if not 
altt^ether, certain. Kuhng-elders cannot be intended: 
for they are the " governments " mentioned just after. 
The pastor cannot be the " helper;" for his is the highest 
office in the church. The "nelps" must then be the 
"deacons." This interpretation is strongly confirmed by 
the narrative in Acts vi. of their original institution; for 
in that passage they evidently appear as "kelps." 

f*resbyterians have always taken the same view of this 
subject, when they say, as they often do, that the 
higher offices include the inferior; the pastoral inclu- 
ding the eldership — the latter, the deaconship. ^This 
Presbyterian doctrine is clearly and beautifully stated by 
the London Divines.! "For who," say they, "is so little 
versed in the Scriptures, but that he knows that apostles, 
pastors, elders, and deacons, are distinct officers one from 
another; yet all the inferior offices are virtually compre- 
hended in the superior, and may be discharged by them ; 
elders may distribute aawell as deacons, and beyond them 
rule; pastors may distribute and rule as well as deacons 
and elders, and beyond both, preach, dispense sacraments 
and ordain ministers." And by Dr. M'LeoDjJ who says, 
"the ruling elders are their (the teaching elders') helps; 

* For the views of many oommentatora on ihia text, sne page 6, 
foo^note. . t D'mae Right, tus., p. 112. 

X See Ecdeaiutical Cstedunn, page 47. 
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snd the deacons the helps of both." Dickson, od Has 

word "helps," says, "the deacons not a little aided by 
^eir ministrations,"* &o. "Aided" whom? The dders, 
unquestionabh/. If the deacons are the "helps" of the 
raUng and teaching elders, then are they not independent 
of them in the discharge of any part of their functions. 

If we cast our eye oyer the Old Testament dispensation, 
we find the same principle petvading it likewise. From 
the time of the giving of the law in the wilderness, until 
the canon of the Old Testament revelation was completed, 
the Levitcs, who were generally the actual administrators, 
of the ecclesiastical revenues, always performed their offi- 
cial duties in co-operation with the superior functionaries-t 
They were never independent. Nor were the deacons of 
the synagogue. We are informed by Prideaui, that the 
" chazantm, or deacons of the syn(^;ogoe, had, under the 
rulers, the charge and oversight."! Brown of Hadding- 
ton, says that "these two, (the chazanim), with the other 
rulers, form a council."^ Indeed, it is unquestioned, that 
the deacons of the synagogue were not independent, but 
subordinate officers. 

These investigations show us that the apostles, to whom 
at first the management of all the ecclesiastical affairs 
was committed, still retained, af\:er the ordination of a 
distinct order of officers to take charge of a specified por- 
tion of them, a general supervision. And it also appears, 
that this was in accordance with a principle which ran 
through the divinely organized ecclesiastical constitution 
of the Christian church under the Old Testament dispen- 
sation. 

II. This principle has been airvays acted upon by the Chris- 
tian Church, in her purest times. 

On this branch of our investigations, it is not necessary 
to do more in reference to the doctrines and usaoBS of the 
primitive church, than merely refer to them. That the 
deacon was not an independent officer in the church in 
the early periods of the present dispensation, is so well 
known that any detailed proof upon the subject would be 

* See page 35. 

t Num. viii. 19. 2 Chron. xxiv. 5, II. Neh. x. 37, 38, xiii. 13. Our 
space does not admit of pursaing faj-lher this part of the inveBtigatioi]. 
The reader is referred to the list of passages relating to this subject in 
Mote B. 

X Prideauz'a CoRnexions, Part I., Book vi. 

§ Dictionary of the Bible, on the word *< Syrsagogue." 
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sapeTflttotu. Therefore, pasaing the primitiTe times, let 
us descend to the age of tnat great rerormation, to which 
the reader has been so freqaentlj directed.' In none of 
the reformed churches was the deacon considered to be 
independent in the exercise of his office. Indeed, as we 
shaU soon see, in most of them there were formed consis- 
tories composed of the pastor, ruling elders, and deacons, 
of particular congregations. The Book of Common Or- 
der used by the Scottish congregation in the city of Ge- 
neva, and which is substantially the same with that of 
the other congregations of Geneva, thus speaks of the ex- 
ercise of the deacon's office. " The deacons must be men 
of good estimation," &lc. Their office is to gather the 
alms diligently, and faithfully to distribute it jvtik the con- 
sent of the ministers and elders."* The principles of the 
Reformed church in France are very strongly and points 
edlj expressed. In her Discipline, Sec. sii. Chap. III. 
Canon II. it is said: "The elder's office is, together with 
the pastors, to oversee the church, &c. In general, it is to 
have the same care with them in all concerns about the 
order, maintenance, and government of the church." And 
Canon IV : " The deacon's office is to collect, and distri- 
bute, by the advice of the consistory, moneys to the poor, 
&c." And in Chapter I. Canon XXI. noblemen were 
"everyone of them desired to constitute, in their families, 
a consistory, composed of the minister, and of the best 
approved persons for godliness in their said families, who 
shall be chosen elders and deacons."f 

• DuDlop's Confessions, Edinburg, 1722, page 383. The reader wilt 
liave no difficulty in understanding, after the espluiations that have been 
given in this £ssay, that by "alms," is not meant what we call "poor's 
money." It will be remembered that Calvin uses, as synonympus tenns, 
"alms," and "treaaures of the church," and "church goods," meaning 
as he himself explains them, " the goods dispensed to the ministry, 
schools, &c." See pages 32 and 38. 

t The word " comistory," which occurs so frequently in the old 
books of ecclesiastical policy, requires explanation. It is not found in 
the Scriptures. Neitheris "session," "synod," or "genera! assembly." 
It is the old appellation in the Reformed Churches for all their church 
courts. Stewart's Collections, Book I. Title xv. § 35, "All church judi- 
catories, but especially this, (the session,) were called consistories, where 
the judges did stand in administering justice." The word " consistory" 
is compounded of two Latin words, "con" and "sisto," and signifies to 
»land together. "Session," is from the Latin "seasio,"a siKin^. "Sy- 
nod" from the Greek "owoSot" — meeting, or groin,? together. This 
name was more common, among the Reformers on the Continent, than 
in Scotland or England, Yet it was not at all unusual there, as Stewait 
truly says in the above quotation. Stevenson* enumerates, among the 

* Hist, ToL i. p. IGl, on the yeu 1637. Tbe readn sbonld know , indeed, it ift 
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The Holland churches were orastHuted in the semw 
lO&nner. They bad " consistories (or assemUies' com- 
posed of ministers, elders, and deacons) for OTeraeeing 
church affairs."* 

The Scottish congregation that was formed in Rotter- 
dam bj exiles frgni Scotland, during the persecutioD 
TP'hicb followed the restoration of Charles II., not only 
had deacons, but these deacons sat in consistory with the 
minister and elders : for we find the followin^minute in- 
serted in the register of their "consistory." "Th« session 
unanimously concluded that there should be five dders 
besides Mr. Wallace, whom we yet own as such notwith- 
standing what is gone against bim : and aha ;^ve deacons." \ 

The Scottish church, from the rise of the reformation 
until her order was buried in ruins by the tyranny of an 

^evances of the Scottish Church which led to the second Reform atiou, 
(hat ''conaiitoties, or seaaione, were reckoned in the number of conren- 
ticles, andlaick elders and deacons were rejected." This old presbyle- 
rian word is now sometimes used as a title by which to desigiiats a 
" meeting together of all the officerg of the congregation," to consult 
respecting its secular interests chiefly; the name " Eaasioii," being re- 
served exclusively for meetings of the teaching and mling elders foi 
government. 

* QerardBrandt'sHistoryof the Reformation in HoUand, vol. i. p. 314. 

t John Brown, of Whampray, the author of the Apologetical Narra- 
tion, was long the pastor of iiia congregation. The "Mr. Wallace" 
referred to, was Colonel Wallace, the gallant leader of the Covenanters 
at the Pentland Hills, in 1666. After that battle, he withdrew to Hol- 
land, and in 1676, was chosen an elder of the church in Rotterdam. The 
next year he was ordered to remove from the territories of Holland, in 
conseqaence of the threats of England. This was " what had gone 
against him." It appears from the fact above mentioned, that the Scot- 
ttah congregaticm of Rotterdam, composed of some of the choicest of 
Scotland's sufferara, at that time, for religion and liberty, was eonstitutecl 
with " elders and deacons," who sat toge^er in a body c^ed aconaistory. 
This form, it should be observed, waa not adopted by them after the 
example of the Holland churches ; ^ey had been accustomed to it in 
the Scottish Church. The fact above stated, will be foimd in the March 
nnraber of 1839, of the " Covenanter." 

The following account of the form of government in the Waldensian 
^harches, at the prtsmt time, possesses no inconsiderable interest in 
itself, and likewiae, in connexion with this subject. The account is 
tahen from the " Presbyterian" of Dec. 12, 1840. "They have their 
Synod, and their representative paatore, deacons, and elders. The pas- 
tors are elected by the parishes by free and open choice ; and the elders 
are selected hy their peers after a rigid examination. Out of their num- 
ber, one ia selected to fill the office of deacon, in whom is vested the alms, 
and the properties of the churches. The consistory is just a church tet- 
$ion, consisting of the pastor, as chairman, the elders, and the deacon, 
and it ia vested with the charge of the ecclesiastical affairs of the parish." 

a," in that church, waa " ooiuti- 
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apostata king and parliament:, held without any wareriogy 
the same doctrines substantially on this sabject, with the 
Genevan, French, and Holland reformers. First Book oi 
Discipline, Ghap. VII. " The office of deacon is to gather 
and distribute tJie alms of the poor, according to the direc- 
tion of the session.^' We discover, by ccwnparing this pa- 
ragraph with Chap. XVII., that they did not limit the 
duties of the deacon to the care of the poor, but extended 
it to "the taking up of all the rents of the kirk, and dis- 
poning them to the poor, the ministry, &c." And by com- 
paring it with Chap. VIII. ^ 9; that " the ministers, el- 
ders, and deacons, were to consult together," in disposing of 
the fiscal matters. In the Second Book of Disci pUue, Chap. 
VII., they say that " it pertains to the eldership, to take 
heed that the word of God be purely preached, &c. — arid 
the ecciesiasttcai goods uncorrupth/ distributed." They 
did not, of course, believe the deacon by whom these- 
goods are distributed, to be an independent officer, or an 
officer accountable only to the people. 

During the second reformation tnis church continued to 
hold the same principles. We find the Second Book of 
Discipline revived and ratified, and still held as law in' 
that church, throughout this period of her prosperity and 
independence. In the year 1645, the general assembly 
issued, in ovCTture, one hundred and eleven propositions on 
church government and order. The fifty-fourth mentions 
as one of the " things wherein the ecclesiastical power is to 
be exercised, the treasury of the church and collections of 
the faithful" There is no evidence that this part of these 
propositions was ever objecte<l to. The same principles 
pervaded her ecclesiastical legislation. The law of 1649 
fespecting meetings of session has the following clause. 
" The deacons are always present, not for discipline, but 
for what relates to their own office."* In Stewart's Collec- 
tions, Book I. Tit. viii., after some general statements re- 
specting the diity of the deacons to examine the state of 
the poor, and collect funds for their supply, it is added, 
"that the money so received be faithfully delivered up to 
the session, according to whose judgment and appointment, 
the deaams are to distribute the chdrch goods. In which 
matters they have a decisive vote with the elderis; but in 
other cases their opinion is only consultative, and th^ 
may always be present." This imbodies the whole doc- 

" It haa been shown in the second chapter of thii Essa^, that the 
Cburcl) of Swthnd conaidered the distribution of all tiie ordinary reve- 
nnei to belong " to the office " of the deacon. 
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trine of the exarcise o[ the deacon's office. Ife is to di»- 
tiibute the " church goodt'" and to hare a special concern 
for the poor. The pastor, elders, and deacons, were to 
meet and act together ; in making distribution, all having 
a "decisive vote;" while in r^;ara to discipline, the pastor 
and elders alone voted. There is nothing here like official 
independence ascribed to the deacon. 

The form of church government adopted in the year 
1645, as a part of the covenanted uniformity with: Eng- 
land and Ireland, states the same doctrine. Afler enu- 
merating the three orders of officers, a pastor, ruling elders, 
and deacons, as belonging to a particular congregation, 
this document goes on to say, " Tnese officers are to meet 
tt^ether at convenient and set times for the well ordering 
of the affiiirs of that congregation, each according to his 
office."* The pastors, elders, and deacons are to " meet 
together:" so far all is plain. It would be the merest 
quibbling to say, that the pastor and elders are to "meet 
together, but that the deacons are to meet by themselves ; 
for then we must explain the whole paragraph accord- 
ingly, and we would have the pastor meeting by him- 
sdf"'. They are to attend to "rte affairs of that con- 
gregation;" the wAofe affairs, temporal and spiritual; for 
in this manner unlimited expressions such as this are to- 
be explained, unless necessarily limited, and here no 
such necessity exists. Besides, what is commonly under- 
stood by "the affiurs" of a congre^tion? Certainly, its 
whole mterests — ^its pecuniary affairs, as well as the af- 
fairs of the poor, and the spiritual affairs. None need to be 
told that the first of these — the peouniary — are not only 
" affairs," but often very important ones. They are to 
transact these affairs " eacA according to his office." To 
arrive at the genuine sense of this clause, the reader has 
only to remember the laws of the church quoted above. 
The pastor, elders, and deacons, in the Scottish church 
met together. Discipline was managed by the pastor and 
elders alone — the other affairs by ma joint action of all. 

This cursory view of the exercise of the deacon's office 
in the church of Scotland, satisfactorily establishes the 
fact, that this, the purest of all the reformed churches, al- 
ways considered the deacon an officer under authority, 
who was to be associated with the eldership in the dis- 
charge of his official functions. The most intelligent of 
the English divines agreed with Uie Scottish church in 

■ Confttrion of Faith. FhiladalphuEilituRt, U}38, p.'674. 
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Uiis principle, as appears from that part of the form a( 
church government compiled by the WeBtminster divineSf 
to which reference has just been made. The London di' 
vines frequently express similar sentiments in their valu- 
able essay from which we have already quoted so often. 
They say, " how it (the alms) shall be best improved, and 
disposed of, cannot be denied to he an act of government, 
and for this did the elders meet tc^ther, Acts xi. 30." 
Again : " The deacons being specially to be intrusted with 
the church's goods, and the disposal thereof, according to 
the direction of the presbytery, for the good of the church." 
Again; "The apostles, in the constitution of elders in every 
church, der<^ated nothing from their own authority, nor 
discharged themselves of their care. So, when they ap- 
pointed deacons to take care of supplies for the poor, thty 
did not forego their own right, nor tne exercise of their duty 
as their other work would permit them. Gal. ii. 9, 10."* 

John OwENf says ; " yet did not the apostles herein ut- 
terly for^o the care of providing for the poor, which 
being originally committed unto mem by Jesus Christ, 
they would not whoUy divest themselves of it But by the 
direction of the Holy Ghost, they provided such assistance 
in the work, as that for the future it might require no 
more of their time and pains, but what they should spare 
from their principal employment. And the same care is 
still incumbent on the ordinary pastors and elders of the 
churches, so far as the execution of it doth not interfere 
with their principal work and duty, from which those 
who understand it aright, can spare but little of their time 
and thought" Agam: "But whereas there are three 
things tl^t concur and are required to the ministration 
unto the poor members of the church; (1.) The love, 
charity, bounty, and benevolence of the members of the 
church in contributions unto that ministration; (2.) The 
care and oversight of the discharge of it; (3.) The actual 
exercise and appUcaUon of it: the last only belongs unto 
the offiee of dw$6ns,t and neither of the first is discKarged 
by thejaetitution of it. The care also of the whole 
vrwf^Sf as was said, stUI iacnmbent on the pastors and 
,i«daer8 of the church, only, the ordinary execution is ocm- 
,iaitted to the deacon)»." 

^his distinguished, divine then defines more particu- 

* XKvme pf^^^., p. iii. 349. The lul qnoUition U from Dr. 
Owen'a work ■"B«L*'<TTie. Raiing Elder." 

t "Trenise ^ Ohui^h Government," chap. ii. These extracts are 
toogt but the^ witl smply repay the trouble of perusal. 

X Aa peculiar to it, U eridently meant. 
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larly, the extent aod exercise of this office. '* Wherea^ 
the reason of the iostitutioii of this office was, in general, 
to free the pastors of the church who laboar in word and 
doctrine from avocations by outward things, such as where- 
in the church is concerned : it belongs unto the deacons, 
not only to take care of and provide for the poor, but to 
manage all other affairs of the church of the same kind; 
such as are the providing for the place of the church- 
assemblies, of the elements for the sacraments, of keeping, 
collecting and disposing of the stock of the church, for the 
maintenance of its officers, and incidences, especially in 
the time of trouble and persecution. Herein are mey 
obliged to attend the elders on all occasions, to perform 
the duty of the church towards them, and receive direc- 
tions from them." Again, he asks: "What is the duty 
of the deacons towards the elders of the churches?" And 
answers thus : " Whereas the care of the wkok church, in 
aUits concernments, is principaUy committed unto the pas- 
tors, teacfters, and elders, it is the duty of the deacons in 
the discharge of their office — 1. To acquaint them from 
time to time with the state of ^e church, and especially 
of the poor, so far as it falls under their inspection. 2. To 
seek and take their advice in matte.rs of greater import- 
ance relating te their office. 3. To be assisting unto them 
in aU the outward amcems of the church." 

This concludes our review of the principles of the 
churches, and of distinguished writers, at or near (he 

Seriod of the Reformation, in regard to the exercise of the 
eacon's office. We find among them a very remarkable 
unanimity. Indeed, they entirely harmonize in their views. 
From the latter part of the seventeenth century, it need 
hardly be observed, darkness begins to settle down upon 
us on this subject. Within a short time, however, the 
doctrines of the Reformation have been, by some, recc^- 
nised and reiterated. The Reformed Presbvterian Ckanh 
in Scotland, has expressed her views very lately with suf- 
ficient clearness in tne following langu^e, already quoted; 
*' Deacons are ordained upon the choice of the congrega- 
tion, and are associated rvith the teaching and ni&ng-^Krs 
in distributing to the necessities of the poor, and managing 
other temporalities in the church."* The Associate Presby- 
terian Cmrch, in the United States, in her Book of Dis- 
cipline,t Art IX., refers to this subject in the following 

■ ■■ TMtimonj," edition 1837, chap. xi. § II. In the foDowing pa- 
ngnpb, it is said, *■ Rnlen meet in piesbyteiy, synod, Ae. Eacb vf 
Uiese courts is a fotmtlory of eldere." 

^ Published in 1B17. In the revised form of this book, now in over- 
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terms: "Deacons are admitted to sit in session when met to 
consuU about the secular affairs of the congregation, and to 
give their advice, but not to vote in any judicial decision, 
except in matters relating to their oMce." The same prin- 
ciples substantiaUy are expressed by Dr. M'Leod. He 
says of the deacon,* "his official duty entirely respects 
temporal aflfairs." And Question 80, " Is the sole right of 
maaagiog the pecuniary affairs of the congregation lodged 
in the deacons hands?" he answers as follows: "The 
apostles were the primary depositories of power, and after 
them, teaching elders are competent to the management of 
AIJ4 ecclesiastical concerns; ruling elders are their nehs; and 
deacons are the helps of both: the apostles and elders had 
in trust the collections for the poor, f 

III. In our endeavours to establish the subordination of 
&e deacon to the ruling officers of the church, or, in other 
words, the right of these rulers to a general superintend- 
ence over, or virtual co-operation with the deacon in dis- 
charging his functions, we have, thus far, drawn our argu- 
ments &om the highest sources, the Scriptures, and the 
footsteps of the flock. The doctrines of the Bible and of 
the church, respecting the exercise of the deacon's office, 
are, as we might expect, altogether vdse, judicious, and 
safe. The least reflection will satisfy us, that to remove 
entirely the management of the fiscal concerns of any 
society out of the hands of those who have the direction of 
its other aflfairs, would be unwise and unsafe. Such an ar- 
rangement, any where, would probably terminate by clash- 
ing between these independent powers in the same body. 
For example, the legislature, in a state so constituted, 

ture before that body, this is expressed as follows, Art. II. § 15 : " The 
deacons of a cangregation, in conjunction with the session, sh^l form a 
conaistory, (&e pastor preaiding,) for the management of the temporali- 
tiei of the congregation; Irom whose proceedings, however, an appeal 
may be taken to the presbytery." 

* Ecclesiastical Catechism, edition 1831, p. 47. 

t The sentiments of this distinguished divine were not mere theory. 
He was instrumental in introducing deacons, and establishing a consis- 
tory in his congregation, nearly a quarter of a century Bgo; where it 
continued until his death. There ia an expression in a note to tiie Ec- 
eleeiastical Catechism, which does not exhibit that correctness which 
usnally characterizes Dr. M'Leod's views on this subject. He says, (p. 
130,) " They (the deacons) are founded upon the circumstance of a clasa 
of paapera belonging to the church." — This idea has in it something 
that ia even repulsive. Read the narrative, in Acts ii. and iv., of the 
lemarkable Liberality of the Chnitian converts, and say — is this a fair 
representation oi the matter ? If so, then the apostles themselves must 
have been pauper* — for they were supported out of these contributions. 
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might legislate, bat ia every instance where an appropri- 
ation was requisite for carrying laws into eifect, the will 
6f the legislature might b© thwarted by the fecal offi- 
cers, aad rendered ineffectual. Often, unquestionably, 
would this occur. Consequently, we find no society so 
constituted. Nations, whatever ttieir form of government, 
and whatever their character in other respects, never have 
formed an imperium in imperio — a government of this kind 
within the government. No such arrangement is found 
any where in churches constituted upon Presbyterian 
principles, except in reference to the affairs of congrega- 
tions. Churches, considered in their collective capacity, 
have revenues. These are managed under the direction 
of the supreme judicatory. Synod, General Synod, or As- 
sembly — and appropriated to the support of theolc^cal 
seminaries, for missionary and education purpcffies ; and, 
in general, for the accomplishment of such objects as are 
of public interest and obligation. Sometimes, these re- 
venues are large. Subordinate, or provincial synods and 
presbyteries, have their distinct funds, which are appro- 
priated under their control and supervision. Now, it may 
be asked, and it will be hard to iind an answer that would 
satisfy a man of sense, why a principle of so universal ap- 
plication, should not apply to the concerns of the churdi 
m a single congregation? If the eldership of a congrega- 
tion have no voice in secular afiairs at home, how do they 
acquire it in those larger bounds which the presbyterial 
and synodical limits embrace? If it be right that a synod 
should take the oversight, in fiscal matters, of what is ^- 
Hodical — and a presbytery, of what is presbyterial — ^why 
should not a session of what is congregations ? If there 



is something undignified, or profane, in the funds devoted 
to religious objecte in a congregation, that renders it inde- 
licate for the eldership to touch them, what sanctifies those 
of a presbytery orsynod employed in the same way? The 
truth is, that, althoygh these revenues are in some respects 
different, there can be no reason why they should not 
aU be managed under the general supervision and control 
of the eldership. 

It will here xx> asked, and very properly, what gnaran- 
tee will contributors have, that the funds which they con- 
tribute will be judiciously and faithfully applied to the 
objects contemplated? Happily, this inquiry can be met 
by more than one satisfactory reply. Indeed, it may be 
safely affirmed, that no other system famishes as many, 
or as strong guarantees for the wise and faithful distribu- 
tion of the ecclesiastical goods. Lui,„;=.otCjOO^^[c 
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In ih.e\first place, they will be administered by men of 
the people's own choice. And if the elective franchise is 
properly exercised, men will be chosen to fill all the offices 
connected in these aifairs, possessing; a measure, at least, 
of the scriptural qualifications. And, unless the state of 
religion and morals in a congregation be exceedingly low, 
they will be, at least, komst men. And it may be observed 
that, after all, this is the chief and best guarantee for a 
feithful administration, either in church or state. In vain 
will nations form "checks and balances," if they neglect 
the scriptural direction, and do not set over them " able 
men, such as fear God, men of truth, and hating covet- 
ousness."* And .just so, in the churches.' The system 
advocated in this Essay, is that which is most likely to 
furnish this best of all guarantees. Deacons are chosen 
by the people, and then, after examination, solemnly 
sworn, in their ordination vows, to dischai^e their official 
duties conscientiously. 

In the second place, the deacons should render, and may 
be required to render, a Jiill and certified account, at suit- 
able intervals, to the congregation, of all their transactions, 
making as complete a statement as circumstances warrant;! 
so that their wnole doings are known to the church. If 
any thing has been done wrong, unintentionally, or igno- 
rantly, it may thus, being pointed out in a friendly spirit, 
be rectified; while serious injustice or mal-administration 
may be rectified at the stated presbyterial visitation,t or 
even be carried up through the courts according to their 
regular gradation. 

In the third place, if the deacons persist in neglect of 
duty, or in mat^ministration, they may be subjected to 
the censures of the church. And in case suspension, or 
deprivation of office, becomes necessary, others are chosen 
at once to fill their place. Their office is inseparably con- 
nected with their church-membership; in losing the pri- 
vileges of the latter, they lose, likewise, the exercise of the 
former. Thus, wbUe the action of the government and 
discipline of the church retains even tolerEtble purity, there 
is this, strong check upon the deacons, and guarantee for. 
the proper execution of the trust committed to them. 

* Ex. xTiii. 21. 

t Some expenditures, it is evident, may be of auch a character as to 
Tender a public aUteme&t of them in a promiscuoni assembly, improper. 
But even in such cases, the deacons should go so far as to certify to the 
fidthfiil distribution of the church goods. 

X Such Tisitationa are etiential to the proper working of the Presby- 
terian system, eren in spiritual things. C (H>q[c 
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In ike fourth place, the deacons are personally liable to 
the church courts, and the whole hoard are responsible to 
the legal tribunals. 

These considerations sufficiently establish the fact of 
the deacon's responsibility. Some would, perhaps, desire 
a more direct accountability to the church assembled in 
a coDgr^tional assembly. And some, perhaps, would 
desire the whole responsibility to be to the congregation, 
as a check upon the ministry and eldership. To these we 
would say, that the responsibility we advocate, is not only 
suffidmt, being a responsibility to the church through 
her representatives, but has the additional advantage of 
being entirely harmonious with the whole structure and 

Erinciples of Presbyterianism; while the opposite views 
ave a strong leaning towards Coi^regationalism — as they 
seem to intimate that Presbyterianism requires to rest 
vpon a basis of Congr^tionalism, to reader it equable 
and iirm. 

It is not supposed, indeed, that the system developed 
in our pages, will, in every instance, secure a &ultless ad- . 
ministration. This would he, indeed, Utopian, and fena- 
tical in the present state of human nature. It will not be 
looked for. Nor is it asserted, that this scriptural system 
wiU, in its coeration, countervail the difficulties to which 
the church is subjected, in a state of things where the 
civil administration is so often in the hands of men, either 
indifferentordirectlyopposed to the interestsof truth. But, 
assuredly, so far as any danger may be apprehended from 
other quarters, where can the property of the church be 
considered so safe as under the wing of tbe church her- 
self? Under what circumstances will it be likely to be 
so well employed in the promotion of the interests of 
Christ's kingdom, as under the supervision of the church 
herself? And under what management can we look for 
so full an effusion of the divine blessing, as in that which is' 
of Christ's appointment!* 

* The subordination of the deacon, we have attempted to illuatrate 
aod eetabliah, in the principle only. Aa to the manner of applying thiji 
principle, or the precise mode of exercising the enperrtaory power bft- 
iDnging to them, on the part of the eldership, there is eomething to be 
aaid. The old form adopted in the Scotdah church, differed aomewhat, 
though not materially, from that in use in the foreign reformed churches. 
Id the latter, the pastor, elders, and deacons met in one body. The 
elders taldng part in all that came before them, the deaeonja advifling 
upon all mstters, but voting only in what concerned their own office. 
In Scotland, the eldera met, and it appears that the court was consHtated 
u a court of elders. (See Stewart's Cdl.) The deacons were always 
— ^sent, and took part, aa in the French churches. Some apply the 
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CHAPTER V. 

CONCLUSION. 

Some observations respecting the qualifications, choice^ 
and admission, or ordinatioa of deacons, with the objects 
and results of their official administration in detail, might 
naturally be expected at this period of our investigations. 
This Essay has, however, already exceeded the limits 
originally prescribed to himself by the writer, and tbe§& 
topics, though interesting and important, can receive but 
a mere passing notice. The deacon should be intelligent-, 
godly, honest, industrious, liberal, zealous, and public 
spirited;* he is chosen by the people;! ^he session must 
then proceed to examine the candidate of the people's 
choice,:^ ^^^ having been sustained, he is to be ordained 
in the name of the church's Head, and thus set apart to 
the deacon's office. The church so constituted, having 
her ministry, whose business it is to " preach the un- 
searchable riches of Christ," — her elders, whose special 
business it is to rule in the house of God, and her dea- 
cons, whose special business it is to attend to the promo- 
tion of the welfare of the poor, and manage her "out- 
ward things," is "furnished with all officers,"^ and thus 
fully organized and prepared for her work and warfare. 
She is, tb^n, in all ber parts, and in all her operations 
formally, as well as really, subject to Jesus Christ alone^ 
her blessed Head. 

principle a little differsntly. The deacons transact the pecuniary affairs 
of the congregation, and at stated periods the whole transactions ai the 
board of -deacons are laid before a body composed of all the officers of 
the congregation, and called a consistory, to distinguisfa it from the 
ineetiDgs of the session. This body examines, conaulls, and determinea 
as to what may be deemed beat in i^erence to those matters which fall 
under the cognizance of the deacons, until the succeeding meeting. Ac- 
cording to this arrangement, as in the ScottiA and other reformed 
churches, the deacon is not a mere executive officer, he has a voice in 
the direction; while, at the same time, the other officers <^ the congre- 
gation exercise e genial supervision, and that in the moat unexception- 
able way in which it appears possible to do it. There is sDatettiing 
similar to this in many congregatioDs which hare not deacons. As in 
most of the congregations, at least of the Reformed Church, in Ireland, 
where the committees appointed to settle the annual accounts make their 
settlements with the session, and in acknowledged subordination to that 
body. Many adyantagea connected with this system might be pointed 
out, did onr limits allow. 

• 1 Tim. iii. 8, 9, 18. t Acta vi. 3. 

X 1 Tim. iii. 10. - $ Larger Oatechunn, Qaeii., ^1^11^' 
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This subject is, in many respects, an important one : tact 
important to be slightly treated, or carelessly examined.* 
It concerns, intimately, the activity and efficiency of the 
Christian church in the promotion of the great ends of 
her organization; the diffusion of the Gospel in its purity; 
and the accomplishment of those works of charity and bene- 
volence, by which she is to reflect before the world, and 
upon it, the image of the grace and compassion of her be^ 
neficent Redeemer. The church should act with freedom, 
consistency, and power, in fulfilling her high and exalted 
mission. Why entangle her with bonds which bind her 
to the world? "Why impair her energies by the crippling 
influence of humanly devised modes of managing her pe- 
cuniary interests, when we have iu the instihitions of 
Christ a wise, consistent, and eflicient system? A system 
that falls in, in every part, with the orderly, compact, and 
vigorous structure of Presbyterian church-government. 
It was, moreover, the system received and practised by 
the reformers of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. 
Let the churches return to this " good old way," laying 
aside all the substitutes that have been devised for the 
office of deacon, and then one obstacle to the spread of 
truth will be removed. Not, indeed, the onfo one. Far 
from it. Yet accomplish this, and it is sometbing gained 
— some prt^ess made in a better conformity to the doc- 
trines and precepts of the Bible. May that time soon 
come when all " shall see eye to eye ;" when every cor- 
ruption shall be purged out, and the church redeemed by 
the blood of Christ, be made dt<^ether glorious, " with. 
His comeliness put upon her." 

* It ghoald be lemembered that this rabject was considered imporUmt 
enough by Knox and Melville, and other noble reformers, in Scotland, 
to be contended for, for more than thirty years, ^m 1S60 to 1593,> 
against the power of the court of that kingdom. Especially was it ai- 
pud vehemently from 1678 to 1G92, foufteen yean. 
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NOTE A.— P. 17. 



The ducoDtinuance of tbe office of tbe deacon in the Scottieh cburclies, and 
tbose which have derived their BjBtem of doctrine aod order from them, ia a. 
■ubject of ioi^uir; which poeaesBea both an historical and a practical interest at 
the preaent time. The Act Recissory, in I66I, broke dowo at ooce moHt of 
tke mbric which bad been erected during the Second Reformation. It left, 
liowever, the congre^tions in poBsession of their organization, until further 
acts of legislation, and deeds of violence, deetrojed in many districts, even 
this part of the Presbyterian structure. This was particularly the case among 
thoae who faithfully roBistod eeduction, om well as violence ; and refiiaing 
to acceptiof any indulgence, were driven into the mountains and caves, 
by the dragoons of Dalziel and Claverhouse. After the Revolution settlement, 
in 1688, when William and Mary were called to the throne, and Presbyterian- 
JEm xe'eetahllshed, (but not upon pure scriptural principles,) deacons existed 
for a short time in the Scottish Establishment. It appears, that this ofBce bad 
been, at least partially, neglected before the year 1719; for in that year an 
act of* assembly required " ministers Co take care that deacons, as well as elders, 
be ordained in congregations where deacons are wanted." This law was in- 
effectual. The causes which had led to the previous neglect, still continued 
to operate; and that, too powerfully for legislative enactments to counter- 
act. Not very long after that period, deacons were not generally found in 
the congregations of that establishment. This accounts for the want of this 
class of omcera in those denominations which derive their origin from that 
cfauich, since the period when she ceased to have deacons. 

As to the causes of this. The chief was, unquestionably, the Crtfiuferring 
to other hands the deacon's duties. The charge of providing and erecting 
places of worship ; of furnishing funds to tho ministry of the church for their 
support, and, in some measure, of providing for the poor, was given into the 
hands of civil officers. It was in vain to ezpect the office ofdeacon to be 
kept in the church by laws, when the duties of the o^e were almost eatirely 
discharged by civil officers. The few that remained to the deacon were after- 
wards quietly appropriated by the session ; and then the deaconf as a necessary 
consequence, droj^ed out of the church's organization. 

As to the Covenanters, who dissented from the Revolution Settlement, it is 
not difficult to ascertain why this office should have disappeared from amoDg 
them also. While the persecution raged, it was impossible to preserve their 
perfect organization. Whether the deacons, which James Rcnwick in a letter 
to Sir Robert Hunilton, says he " was about to ordain," were ever actually 
ordained, or not, ia uncertain. His speedy martyrdom probably prevented it. 
Ailer the year 1689, their " Societies " were left eighteen years without a mi- 
nister. Of course, no ordinations took place during that period among them, 
either of elders, or of deacons. They were, literally, " like sheep without 
a shepherd." This was their state for many years after the constitution 
of a presbytery. They could scarcely be said to have congregation*; 
they were rather misiionary stations, dispersed here and there. A full and 
regular organization could hardly be looked for. Moreover, it ought to be 
lemembered, that before the period when their congregations had become 
compacted, the churches around them had dropped the deacon's office. There 
was, consequently, nothing in their circumstances, to recall this office. Other 
plans had gradually grown up for the accomplishment of the objects contem- 
plated in its institution. It is a ground of rejoicing that the Scottish churches 
■re, generally, awaking to the consideration of this subject. 

The observations just made, apply with eqnat truth to the same dsnoroina^' 



byGoot^lc 



